
Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19101 

Comment ID: N-18367 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18367: 

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.2-19102 

Comment ID: N-18368 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18368: 

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.2-19103 

Comment ID: N-18369 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18369: 

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.2-19104 

Comment ID: N-18370 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18370: 

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.2-19105 

Comment ID: N-18371 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18371: 

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.2-19106 

Comment ID: N-18372 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18372: 

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.2-19107 

Comment ID: N-18373 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18373: 

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.2-19108 

Comment ID: N-18374 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18374: 

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.2-19109 

Comment ID: N-18375 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18375: 

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.2-19110 

Comment ID: N-18376 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18376: 

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.2-19111 

Comment ID: N-18377 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18377: 

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.2-19112 

Comment ID: N-18378 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18378: 

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.2-19113 

Comment ID: N-18379 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18379: 

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.2-19114 

Comment ID: N-18380 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18380: 

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.2-19115 

Comment ID: N-18381 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18381: 

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.2-19116 

Comment ID: N-18382 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18382: 

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.2-19117 

Comment ID: N-18383 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18383: 

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.2-19118 

Comment ID: N-18384 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18384: 

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.2-19119 

Comment ID: N-18385 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18385: 

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.2-19120 

Comment ID: N-18386 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18386: 

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.2-19121 

Comment ID: N-18387 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18387: 

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.2-19122 

Comment ID: N-18388 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18388: 

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.2-19123 

Comment ID: N-18389 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18389: 

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.2-19124 

Comment ID: N-18390 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18390: 

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.2-19125 

Comment ID: N-18391 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18391: 

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.2-19126 

Comment ID: N-18392 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18392: 

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.2-19127 

Comment ID: N-18393 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18393: 

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.2-19128 

Comment ID: N-18394 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18394: 

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.2-19129 

Comment ID: N-18395 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18395: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19130 

Comment ID: N-18396 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18396: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19131 

Comment ID: N-18397 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18397: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19132 

Comment ID: N-18398 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18398: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19133 

Comment ID: N-18399 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18399: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19134 

Comment ID: N-18400 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18400: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19135 

Comment ID: N-18401 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18401: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19136 

Comment ID: N-18402 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18402: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19137 

Comment ID: N-18403 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18403: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19138 

Comment ID: N-18404 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18404: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19139 

Comment ID: N-18405 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18405: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19140 

Comment ID: N-18406 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18406: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19141 

Comment ID: N-18407 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18407: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19142 

Comment ID: N-18408 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18408: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19143 

Comment ID: N-18409 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18409: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19144 

Comment ID: N-18410 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18410: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19145 

Comment ID: N-18411 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18411: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19146 

Comment ID: N-18412 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18412: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19147 

Comment ID: N-18413 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18413: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19148 

Comment ID: N-18414 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18414: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Comment ID: N-18415 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18415: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19150 

Comment ID: N-18416 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18416: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Response to Comment N-18417: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Response to Comment N-18418: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Response to Comment N-18419: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Response to Comment N-18420: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Response to Comment N-18421: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Response to Comment N-18422: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Response to Comment N-18423: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Response to Comment N-18424: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Response to Comment N-18425: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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Response to Comment N-18426: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19161 

Comment ID: N-18427 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18427: 

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.  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. 
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Response to Comment N-18428: 

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.  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. 
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Response to Comment N-18429: 

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.  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. 
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Response to Comment N-18430: 

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.  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. 
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N.2-19165 

Comment ID: N-18431 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18431: 

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.  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. 
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Response to Comment N-18432: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19167 

Comment ID: N-18433 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18433: 

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.  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. 
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Response to Comment N-18434: 

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.  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. 
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Response to Comment N-18435: 

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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Response to Comment N-18436: 

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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Response to Comment N-18437: 

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 
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Response to Comment N-18438: 

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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Response to Comment N-18439: 

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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Response to Comment N-18440: 

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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Response to Comment N-18441: 

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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Response to Comment N-18442: 

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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Response to Comment N-18443: 

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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Response to Comment N-18444: 

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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Response to Comment N-18445: 

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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Response to Comment N-18446: 

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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Comment ID: N-18447 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18447: 

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.2-19182 

Comment ID: N-18448 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18448: 

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.2-19183 

Comment ID: N-18449 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18449: 

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.2-19184 

Comment ID: N-18450 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18450: 

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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Response to Comment N-18451: 

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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Response to Comment N-18452: 

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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Response to Comment N-18453: 

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.2-19188 
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Response to Comment N-18454: 

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 
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Response to Comment N-18455: 

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.2-19190 

Comment ID: N-18456 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18456: 

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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Response to Comment N-18457: 

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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Response to Comment N-18458: 

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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Response to Comment N-18459: 

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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Response to Comment N-18460: 

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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Response to Comment N-18461: 

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 
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Response to Comment N-18462: 

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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Response to Comment N-18463: 

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.2-19198 

Comment ID: N-18464 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18464: 

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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Response to Comment N-18465: 

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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Response to Comment N-18466: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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-18467: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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-18468: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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-18469: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19204 

Comment ID: N-18470 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18470: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19205 

Comment ID: N-18471 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18471: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19206 

Comment ID: N-18472 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18472: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19207 

Comment ID: N-18473 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18473: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19208 

Comment ID: N-18474 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18474: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19209 

Comment ID: N-18475 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18475: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19210 

Comment ID: N-18476 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18476: 

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.2-19211 

Comment ID: N-18477 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18477: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19212 

Comment ID: N-18478 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18478: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19213 

Comment ID: N-18479 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18479: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19214 

Comment ID: N-18480 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18480: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19215 

Comment ID: N-18481 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18481: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19216 

Comment ID: N-18482 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18482: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19217 

Comment ID: N-18483 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18483: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19218 

Comment ID: N-18484 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18484: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19219 

Comment ID: N-18485 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18485: 

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.2-19220 

Comment ID: N-18486 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18486: 

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.2-19221 

Comment ID: N-18487 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18487: 

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.2-19222 

Comment ID: N-18488 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18488: 

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.2-19223 

Comment ID: N-18489 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18489: 

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.2-19224 

Comment ID: N-18490 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18490: 

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.2-19225 

Comment ID: N-18491 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18491: 

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.2-19226 

Comment ID: N-18492 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18492: 

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.2-19227 

Comment ID: N-18493 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18493: 

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.2-19228 

Comment ID: N-18494 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18494: 

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.2-19229 

Comment ID: N-18495 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18495: 

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.2-19230 

Comment ID: N-18496 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18496: 

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.2-19231 

Comment ID: N-18497 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18497: 

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.2-19232 

Comment ID: N-18498 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18498: 

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.2-19233 

Comment ID: N-18499 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18499: 

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.2-19234 

Comment ID: N-18500 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18500: 

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.2-19235 

Comment ID: N-18501 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18501: 

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.2-19236 

Comment ID: N-18502 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18502: 

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.2-19237 

Comment ID: N-18503 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18503: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19238 

Comment ID: N-18504 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18504: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19239 

Comment ID: N-18505 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18505: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19240 

Comment ID: N-18506 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18506: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19241 

Comment ID: N-18507 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18507: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19242 

Comment ID: N-18508 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18508: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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 
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.2-19243 

Comment ID: N-18509 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18509: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19244 

Comment ID: N-18510 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18510: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19245 

Comment ID: N-18511 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18511: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19246 

Comment ID: N-18512 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18512: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19247 

Comment ID: N-18513 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18513: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19248 

Comment ID: N-18514 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18514: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19249 

Comment ID: N-18515 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18515: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19250 

Comment ID: N-18516 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18516: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19251 

Comment ID: N-18517 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18517: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19252 

Comment ID: N-18518 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18518: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19253 

Comment ID: N-18519 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18519: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19254 

Comment ID: N-18520 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18520: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19255 

Comment ID: N-18521 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18521: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19256 

Comment ID: N-18522 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18522: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19257 

Comment ID: N-18523 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18523: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19258 

Comment ID: N-18524 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18524: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19259 

Comment ID: N-18525 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18525: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19260 

Comment ID: N-18526 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18526: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19261 

Comment ID: N-18527 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18527: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19262 

Comment ID: N-18528 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18528: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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 
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.2-19263 

Comment ID: N-18529 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18529: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19264 

Comment ID: N-18530 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18530: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19265 

Comment ID: N-18531 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18531: 

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.2-19266 

Comment ID: N-18532 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18532: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19267 

Comment ID: N-18533 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18533: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19268 

Comment ID: N-18534 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18534: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19269 

Comment ID: N-18535 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18535: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19270 

Comment ID: N-18536 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18536: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19271 

Comment ID: N-18537 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18537: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19272 

Comment ID: N-18538 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18538: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19273 

Comment ID: N-18539 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18539: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19274 

Comment ID: N-18540 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18540: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19275 

Comment ID: N-18541 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18541: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19276 

Comment ID: N-18542 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18542: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19277 

Comment ID: N-18543 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18543: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19278 

Comment ID: N-18544 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18544: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19279 

Comment ID: N-18545 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18545: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19280 

Comment ID: N-18546 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18546: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19281 

Comment ID: N-18547 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18547: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19282 

Comment ID: N-18548 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18548: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19283 

Comment ID: N-18549 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18549: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19284 

Comment ID: N-18550 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18550: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19285 

Comment ID: N-18551 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18551: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19286 

Comment ID: N-18552 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18552: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19287 

Comment ID: N-18553 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18553: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19288 

Comment ID: N-18554 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18554: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19289 

Comment ID: N-18555 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18555: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19290 

Comment ID: N-18556 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18556: 

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.2-19291 

Comment ID: N-18557 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18557: 

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.2-19292 

Comment ID: N-18558 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18558: 

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.2-19293 

Comment ID: N-18559 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18559: 

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.2-19294 

Comment ID: N-18560 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18560: 

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.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action.



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19295 

Comment ID: N-18561 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18561: 

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.2-19296 

Comment ID: N-18562 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18562: 

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.2-19297 

Comment ID: N-18563 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18563: 

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.2-19298 

Comment ID: N-18564 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18564: 

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.2-19299 

Comment ID: N-18565 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18565: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19300 

Comment ID: N-18566 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18566: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19301 

Comment ID: N-18567 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18567: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19302 

Comment ID: N-18568 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18568: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19303 

Comment ID: N-18569 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18569: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19304 

Comment ID: N-18570 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18570: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19305 

Comment ID: N-18571 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18571: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19306 

Comment ID: N-18572 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18572: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19307 

Comment ID: N-18573 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18573: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19308 

Comment ID: N-18574 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18574: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19309 

Comment ID: N-18575 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18575: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19310 

Comment ID: N-18576 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18576: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19311 

Comment ID: N-18577 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18577: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19312 

Comment ID: N-18578 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18578: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19313 

Comment ID: N-18579 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18579: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19314 

Comment ID: N-18580 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18580: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19315 

Comment ID: N-18581 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18581: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19316 

Comment ID: N-18582 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18582: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19317 

Comment ID: N-18583 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18583: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19318 

Comment ID: N-18584 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18584: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19319 

Comment ID: N-18585 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18585: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19320 

Comment ID: N-18586 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18586: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19321 

Comment ID: N-18587 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18587: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19322 

Comment ID: N-18588 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18588: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19323 

Comment ID: N-18589 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18589: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19324 

Comment ID: N-18590 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18590: 

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.2-19325 

Comment ID: N-18591 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18591: 

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.2-19326 

Comment ID: N-18592 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18592: 

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.2-19327 

Comment ID: N-18593 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18593: 

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.2-19328 

Comment ID: N-18594 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18594: 

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.2-19329 

Comment ID: N-18595 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18595: 

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.2-19330 

Comment ID: N-18596 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18596: 

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.2-19331 

Comment ID: N-18597 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18597: 

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.2-19332 

Comment ID: N-18598 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18598: 

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.2-19333 

Comment ID: N-18599 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18599: 

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.2-19334 

Comment ID: N-18600 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18600: 

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.2-19335 

Comment ID: N-18601 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18601: 

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.2-19336 

Comment ID: N-18602 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18602: 

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.2-19337 

Comment ID: N-18603 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18603: 

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.2-19338 

Comment ID: N-18604 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18604: 

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.2-19339 

Comment ID: N-18605 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18605: 

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.2-19340 

Comment ID: N-18606 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18606: 

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.2-19341 

Comment ID: N-18607 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18607 (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 importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.     

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.2-19342 

Comment ID: N-18607 (Page 2 of 2) Response to Comment N-18607 (Page 2 of 2): 

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. 

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.2-19343 

Comment ID: N-18608 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18608: 

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.2-19344 

Comment ID: N-18609 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18609: 

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.2-19345 

Comment ID: N-18610 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18610: 

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.2-19346 

Comment ID: N-18611 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18611: 

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.2-19347 

Comment ID: N-18612 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18612: 

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.2-19348 

Comment ID: N-18613 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18613: 

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.2-19349 

Comment ID: N-18614 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18614: 

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.2-19350 

Comment ID: N-18615 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18615: 

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.2-19351 

Comment ID: N-18616 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18616: 

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.2-19352 

Comment ID: N-18617 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18617: 

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.2-19353 

Comment ID: N-18618 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18618: 

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.2-19354 

Comment ID: N-18619 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18619: 

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.2-19355 

Comment ID: N-18620 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18620: 

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.2-19356 

Comment ID: N-18621 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18621: 

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.2-19357 

Comment ID: N-18622 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18622: 

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.2-19358 

Comment ID: N-18623 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18623: 

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.2-19359 

Comment ID: N-18624 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18624: 

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.2-19360 

Comment ID: N-18625 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18625: 

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.2-19361 

Comment ID: N-18626 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18626: 

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.2-19362 

Comment ID: N-18627 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18627: 

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.2-19363 

Comment ID: N-18628 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18628: 

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.2-19364 

Comment ID: N-18629 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18629: 

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.2-19365 

Comment ID: N-18630 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18630: 

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.2-19366 

Comment ID: N-18631 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18631: 

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 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.2-19367 

Comment ID: N-18632 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18632: 

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.2-19368 

Comment ID: N-18633 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18633: 

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.2-19369 

Comment ID: N-18634 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18634: 

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.2-19370 

Comment ID: N-18635 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18635: 

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.2-19371 

Comment ID: N-18636 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18636: 

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.2-19372 

Comment ID: N-18637 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18637: 

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.2-19373 

Comment ID: N-18638 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18638: 

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.2-19374 

Comment ID: N-18639 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18639: 

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.2-19375 

Comment ID: N-18640 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18640: 

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.2-19376 

Comment ID: N-18641 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18641: 

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.2-19377 

Comment ID: N-18642 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18642: 

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.2-19378 

Comment ID: N-18643 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18643: 

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.2-19379 

Comment ID: N-18644 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18644: 

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.2-19380 

Comment ID: N-18645 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18645: 

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.2-19381 

Comment ID: N-18646 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18646: 

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.2-19382 

Comment ID: N-18647 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18647: 

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.2-19383 

Comment ID: N-18648 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18648 (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 
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 EIS are an important 
part of the decision-making process.  This information becomes part 
of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19384 

Comment ID: N-18648 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18648 (Page 2 of 2): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19385 

Comment ID: N-18649 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18649 (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.  
Furthermore, Sections 3.11 and 4.11 of the EIS has been updated as 
appropriate to address issues related to the Small Homestead Act. 

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.   

If one of the proposed 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.2-19386 

Comment ID: N-18649 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18649 (Page 2 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19387 

Comment ID: N-18649 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18649 (Page 3 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19388 

Comment ID: N-18650 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18650 (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.   

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 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.   
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N.2-19389 

Comment ID: N-18650 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18650 (Page 2 of 3): 
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N.2-19390 

Comment ID: N-18650 (Page 3 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18650 (Page 3 of 3): 
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N.2-19391 

Comment ID: N-18651 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18651: 

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. 

Name Withheld by Request 
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N.2-19392 

Comment ID: N-18652 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18652 (Page 1 of 2): 

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 has 
been revised accordingly.  Analysis of noise impacts to wildlife in 
the Draft EIS were based on the best available information.  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.  Discussion is included throughout the EIS 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 the desert tortoise and other 
wildlife species (see Section 4.10).  While the relative importance of 
various factors in the decline of the desert tortoise are still uncertain 
and the EIS states this, 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 EIS). 
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N.2-19393 

Comment ID: N-18652 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18652 (Page 2 of 2): 
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N.2-19394 

Comment ID: N-18653 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18653: 

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 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. 
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N.2-19395 

Comment ID: N-18654 (Page 1 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18654 (Page 1 of 5):  

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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, 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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N.2-19396 

Comment ID: N-18654 (Page 2 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18654 (Page 2 of 5): 

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.   

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.2-19397 

Comment ID: N-18654 (Page 3 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18654 (Page 3 of 5): 

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).   

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.2-19398 

Comment ID: N-18654 (Page 4 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18654 (Page 4 of 5): 

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. 
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N.2-19399 

Comment ID: N-18654 (Page 5 of 5) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18654 (Page 5 of 5): 
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N.2-19400 

Comment ID: N-18655 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18655: 

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 best available information for OHV 
recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future 
recreational visitor patterns and using average expenditure data 
adjusted for inflation as the basis for the 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.   
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N.2-19401 

Comment ID: N-18656 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18656 (Page 1 of 2):  

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 understands the importance of 
Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19402 

Comment ID: N-18656 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18656 (Page 2 of 2): 
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N.2-19403 

Comment ID: N-18657 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18657: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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. 
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N.2-19404 

Comment ID: N-18658 (Page 1 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18658 (Page 1 of 3): 

NEPA-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.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The types of impacts noted in your comment are 
discussed in the EIS, and all impact analyses have been based on the 
best available data. Where data were not available, assumptions were 
made to inform the analysis, and all such assumptions were clearly 
described in the EIS. The Marine Corps considered potential 
mitigation measures for each identified impact but in some cases 
determined that none were feasible for specific impacts.  In some 
cases, additional text was added in the FEIS to clarify certain 
mitigations or the lack thereof, as well as to clarify the distinction 
between “special conservation measures” and “mitigations.” 

REC-1:   

Additional analysis of the likelihood and potential impacts of 
possible illegal ORV activity has been incorporated into Section 4.2 
of the FEIS.  The EIS also addresses impacts related to air and noise 
and vibrations associated with proposed training activities. 

AQ-1:   

The Combat Center initiated air monitoring for silica in 2008.  Data 
collected at the Mainside and East SE stations showed that silica 
content in particulate samples ranged from 5 to 11 percent and that 
ambient 24-hour concentrations of silica ranged from 0.5 to 1.2 
g/m3.   

The following is an approach that qualitatively estimates worst-case 
impacts to the public from silica generated by the proposed training 
exercises.  The DEIS PM10 dispersion modeling analysis predicts  

NEPA-1

REC-1

 

AQ-1
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N.2-19405 

Comment ID: N-18658 (Page 2 of 3) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18658 (Page 2 of 3):  

that the maximum 24-hour PM10 concentration generated by the 
proposed training exercises to public lands is 149 ug/m3. 

The location of this maximum impact is predicted to be on the 
southwest boundary of the proposed West Area.  Assuming these 
particles have a silica content of 11 percent and taking into 
consideration a conversion of this impact from a 24-hour to annual 
period concentration, the maximum annual silica concentration 
equates to 3.3 ug/m3.  This result is extremely conservative, as wind 
directions over an annual period would be much more variable 
compared to the 24-hour period evaluated in the dispersion modeling 
analysis, which would produce more dispersion and therefore a 
lower annual concentration.  In addition, due to the remoteness of the 
maximum PM10 impact location adjacent to the proposed West 
Area, no one would reside in this location for an entire year and 
therefore would experience an annual exposure to potential silica 
emissions generated from the proposed actions.  Therefore, silica 
emissions generated by the proposed training exercises would 
produce less than significant impacts to the public.  Since the 
dispersion modeling analysis predicted relatively low PM10 impacts 
to the Mainside portion of the Combat Center, this less than 
significant silica impact determination also would apply to civilians 
that reside in this area.    

De minimus thresholds established by the EPA for particulate matter 
are health based standards.  Since the proposed emissions are below 
the de minimus threshold, no significant impacts are expected.  Since 
the project alternatives would not produce any significant air quality 
impacts,  except  the  significant impact to ambient PM10  

 

AQ-1
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Response to Comment N-18658 (Page 3 of 3):  

levels estimated for Alternative 3, the increased air pollution 
associated with the project alternatives would not be expected to 
significantly affect the tourism industry. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19407 

Comment ID: N-18659 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18659: 

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.  
Furthermore, Sections 3.11 and 4.11 of the EIS has been updated as 
appropriate to address issues related to the Small Homestead Act. 
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N.2-19408 

Comment ID: N-18660 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18660:  

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 has determined that  
Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA process.   

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. 
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Response to Comment N-18661: 

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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Response to Comment N-18662: 

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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Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 1 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 1 of 41): 

WAT-1: 

Section 5.4.13.3 of the EIS acknowledges that Alternative 3 would 
have a” regionally significant impact because it would inhibit Cadiz 
from instituting their Conservation and Storage Project.” The EIS 
also states that the Cadiz project was uncertain and undergoing 
environmental review process.  The EIS has been revised to update 
the Cadiz project description for the Final EIS using the information 
provided by comment letters from Cadiz Inc and others. These 
revisions are not likely to alter the significance of cumulative 
impacts from Alternative 3. 

NEPA-1: 

As indicated in Section 2.4.8 of the EIS, an action alternative must 
be capable of providing land and associated airspace necessary to 
meet minimum criteria outlines in Section 2.2.1.  All six action 
alternatives meet these minimum criteria. 

NEPA-2: 

Sections 3.13 and 4.13 of the EIS discuss baseline information and 
project impacts to water resources.  Section 5.4.13.3 of the EIS 
discusses cumulative impacts to water resources and acknowledges 
that implementation of Alternative 3 would interfere with or preclude 
the Cadiz Water Conservation and Storage Project, which would 
have a regionally significant impact because it would inhibit Cadiz 
from instituting their Conservation and Storage Project.  
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Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 2 of 41): 

NEPA-3: 

Section 5.4.13.3 of the EIS acknowledges that Alternative 3 would 
have a” regionally significant impact because it would inhibit Cadiz 
from instituting their Conservation and Storage Project.” The EIS 
also states that project was uncertain and undergoing environmental 
review process.  The EIS will be revised to update the project 
description for the Final EIS using the information provided by 
comment letters from Cadiz Inc and others. These revisions are not 
likely to alter the significance of cumulative impacts from 
Alternative 3. 

NEPA-4: 

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.  As indicated in Section 2.4.8 of the 
EIS, an action alternative must be capable of providing land and 
associated airspace necessary to meet minimum criteria outlines in 
Section 2.2.1.  All six action alternatives meet these minimum 
criteria 

NEPA-5: 

Thank you for your comment.  

 

WAT-1
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N.2-19413 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 3 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 3 of 41): 

WAT-2: 

The comments requests that the EIS acknowledge that the proposed 
Cadiz project would improve water supplies and evaluate 
alternatives to replace 50,000 AF of water to Southern California, as 
well as renewable energy generation that would be lost if Alternative 
3 precluded the proposed Cadiz project.  These issues are beyond the 
scope of the EIS. 

WAT-3: 

Section 4.13.4.1 addresses the potential impacts from Alternative 3 
to groundwater quality, and concludes “Because of the ongoing 
management and minimization of MC residues at the Combat Center 
and implementation of management and minimization of MC 
residues in the east acquisition area, impacts to surface water quality 
from Alternative 3 MCs would be less than significant.”  The low 
precipitation rate, intermittent receiving surface water bodies, and 
deep groundwater, limits the migration of MC residues and thus the 
potential impacts of use of munitions. 

As discussed in Section 3.4.3.1, the Marine Corps’ Range 
Environmental Vulnerability Assessment (REVA) program uses an 
EPA-approved screening model for Munitions Constituents in 
surface and groundwater.  The REVA evaluation occurs every 5 
years and the first reassessment began in October 2010.  
Confirmatory sampling will occur if a future REVA evaluation 
indicates there is a source, pathway, and receptor with detectable 
levels of Munitions Constituents. 

 

WAT-1
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N.2-19414 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 4 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 4 of 41): 

LU-1: 

Section 5.3.2 of the EIS identifies cumulative projects including 
alternative energy projects proposed within the east acquisition study 
area boundaries.  Section 5.4.1.3 (Cumulative Land Use Impacts 
with Alternative 3) has been updated to clearly identify cumulative 
impacts within the east acquisition study area boundaries in regards 
to alternative energy projects.  

LU-2: 

EIS Section 4.3.4 conservatively assesses that there would be a loss 
of 100 jobs from displacement of the current operations of Cadiz Inc. 
In addition to the direct loss of jobs, the analysis includes the impact 
that those lost jobs would have on regional expenditures and tax 
revenues (the results of this analysis are shown in Table 4.3-7 & 
Table 4.3.8). Additional information on Socioeconomics modeling 
can be found in Appendix K of the Final EIS. 

SOC-1: 

EIS Section 4.3.4 conservatively assesses that there would be a loss 
of 50 jobs from the displacement of two current mining operations 
located within the east study area. In addition to the direct loss of 
jobs, the analysis includes the impact that those lost jobs would have 
on regional expenditures and tax revenues (the results of which are 
shown in Table 4.3-7 & Table 4.3.8). Additional information on 
impacts to businesses, under Alternative 3, has been added to Section 
4.3.4 of the Final EIS. 

Section 4.3.4.4 has been updated with information on the Cadiz 
project as indicated in this comment letter. 

WAT-1

 
NEPA-1

 
NEPA-2
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N.2-19415 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 5 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 5 of 41): 

SOC-2:  

Table 4.3-9 shows that the expected reduction in county property tax 
revenues under Alternative 3 would be $160,912. Text in Section 
4.3.4.3 and explains that this figure is insignificant relative to overall 
San Bernardino property tax revenues that amounts to $585.6 
million. The determination of less than significant impact is made 
based on the calculation that lost property tax revenues would 
represent less than 0.03% of total county property tax revenues.    

NEPA-6: 

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.    

SOC-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. 

 
NEPA-3

 

NEPA-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19416 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 6 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 6 of 41): 

TRN-1: 

Section 4.6.4 of the EIS addresses transportation and circulation 
impacts under Alternative 3.  As noted in the EIS, since there are no 
other paved roads in the vicinity of North Amboy Road, it is 
expected that impacts to transportation and circulation would be 
significant.  To lessen impacts the Marine Corps identified a possible 
mitigation measure for implementation, which would include 
coordination with the City of Twentynine Palms, the County of San 
Bernardino, and other local authorities to provide as much advance 
notice as possible for the two days per year that North Amboy Road 
would be closed. Proper signage and warnings would be placed 
along I-40 and National Trails Highway to the north, and in the City 
of Twentynine Palms to the south to alert drivers of the road 
closures.  

GEN-1 and GEN-2: 

Thank you for your comment. 
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N.2-19417 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 7 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 7 of 41): 

NEPA-5



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19418 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 8 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 8 of 41): 
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N.2-19419 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 9 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 9 of 41): 
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N.2-19420 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 10 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 10 of 41): 

LU-1

 

LU-2
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N.2-19421 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 11 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 11 of 41): 

SOC-2
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N.2-19422 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 12 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 12 of 41): 
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N.2-19423 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 13 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 13 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19424 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 14 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 14 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19425 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 15 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 15 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19426 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 16 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 16 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19427 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 17 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 17 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19428 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 18 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 18 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19429 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 19 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 19 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19430 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 20 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 20 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19431 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 21 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 21 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19432 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 22 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 22 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19433 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 23 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 23 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19434 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 24 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 24 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19435 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 25 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 25 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19436 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 26 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 26 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19437 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 27 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 27 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19438 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 28 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 28 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19439 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 29 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 29 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19440 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 30 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 30 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19441 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 31 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 31 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19442 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 32 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 32 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19443 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 33 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 33 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19444 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 34 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 34 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19445 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 35 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 35 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19446 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 36 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 36 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19447 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 37 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 37 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19448 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 38 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 38 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19449 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 39 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 39 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19450 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 40 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 40 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19451 

Comment ID: N-18663 (Page 41 of 41) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18663 (Page 41 of 41): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19452 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 1 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 1 of 20): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19453 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 2 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 2 of 20): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19454 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 3 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 3 of 20): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19455 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 4 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 4 of 20): 

NEPA-1:   

Paragraph 1.3.1 on page 1-4 of the EIS states the purpose and need 
for the proposed action. This text makes no reference to the proposed 
expansion areas, and only peripherally refers to the Combat Center 
as an example of the Marine Corps’ largest training site. The purpose 
and need statement therefore does not foreclose consideration of 
meaningful alternatives to the proposed expansion areas; on the 
contrary, as described in Section 2.7, numerous alternatives were 
considered in addition to the six action alternatives and the No-
Action Alternative that were carried forward for analysis in the EIS 
(Section 2.4).  How the purpose and need relates to the analysis of 
alternatives is addressed in Sections 2.2, 2.3, and 2.7 of the EIS.  

BIO-1:   

In accordance with the CEQ regulations at 40 CFR 1502.2(b) and 40 
CFR 1502.15, the EIS succinctly describes the environmental 
conditions of areas potentially affected by the alternatives, and 
focuses on resources with the potential for significant impact as 
determined during scoping and in consultation with cooperating and 
regulating agencies.  To support the EIS analysis, the USMC used a 
variety of methods to develop baseline data, including requesting 
wildlife and plant inventory data from the BLM.  Detailed surveys 
were conducted for the EIS including: 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; and 4) occurrence of special 
status aquatic invertebrate species.  The EIS contains the best 
available information on the occurrence and distribution of species 
within the study areas. 

 

NEPA-1

 

BIO-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19456 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 5 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 5 of 20): 

BIO-1 Continued: 

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.  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.      

BIO-2:   

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.  Survey and monitoring 
efforts are best considered as adaptive management projects, where 
monitoring must be detailed and the results quickly analyzed in order 
to inform near-term future efforts.  Such adaptive management 
would be a keystone of the headstarting program and detailed 
translocation plan which would be prepared for the proposed action.  
In no event would surveys and monitoring be considered full 
mitigation for the impacts to the desert tortoise, which would remain 
significant after all currently proposed conservation and mitigation 
measures. 

BIO-2

BIO-3
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N.2-19457 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 6 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 6 of 20): 

BIO-3:   

Because translocation was not formally proposed as mitigation when 
the Draft EIS was released, the secondary impacts of translocation 
were not described.  Translocation efforts are best considered as 
adaptive management projects, where monitoring must be detailed 
and the results quickly analyzed in order to inform near-term future 
efforts.  Such adaptive management would be a keystone of the 
detailed translocation plan which would be prepared for the proposed 
action.  In no event would translocation be considered full mitigation 
for the impacts to the desert tortoise, which would remain significant 
after all currently proposed conservation and mitigation measures. 

BIO-4:   

Based on discussions with USFWS during Endangered Species Act 
Section 7 consultation, the proportional take (i.e., 50% in high-
intensity disturbance areas, 10% in medium-intensity disturbance 
areas) has been removed from the analysis, and all tortoises located 
within these areas are predicted to be “taken” in some manner, 
whether by translocation, handling, harassment, injury or death.  In 
addition, calculations of juvenile populations and number of 
potentially impacted juveniles have been estimated for the proposed 
action and alternatives using a life table analysis. 

BIO-5:  

The Biological Assessment was revised based on USFWS 
consultation.  The Biological Opinion is included in the Final EIS as 
Appendix O. 

BIO-3
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N.2-19458 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 7 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 7 of 20): 

BIO-6:  

Please refer to response to Comment BIO-4 above regarding 
proportional take.  Regarding the duration of impacts, the text on page 
4.10-3 of the Draft EIS correctly describes that impacts as described 
would occur over the lifetime of the project, which for the purposed of 
analysis has been determined to be 50 years.  Refer to response to 
comment letter N-18732, comment number BIO-2 for a description of 
how the Marine Corps arrived at the 50-year project lifetime. 

BIO-7:  

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.  

BIO-8:  

Mitigation for impacts to the desert tortoise is being identified through 
Endangered Species Act Section 7 consultation with USFWS, and may 
include purchase of offsite lands or other offsite measures such as 
funding of conservation law enforcement. 

BIO-9:  

Additional discussion regarding the impacts of displaced OHV activity 
and intensified OHV activity (within the reduced Johnson Valley 
OHVA) has been provided in the Final EIS.  Refer to Sections 4.10.3.1, 
4.10.4.1, 4.10.6.1, 4.10.7.1, 4.10.8.1, and 4.10.9.1 for the additional text.  

BIO-10:  

Relocation of desert tortoises as described in the Draft EIS refers to 
what is current practice on the Combat Center: moving tortoises a short 
distance (~100 meters or less) out of harm’s way, for instance off of a 
roadway.  However, please refer to response to Comment BIO-3 above 
regarding preparation of a translocation plan in consultation with 
USFWS. 

 BIO-5
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N.2-19459 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 8 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 8 of 20): 

BIO-11:  

Comment noted. 

BIO-12:  
Comment noted.  Additional information regarding sand transport in 
the action area and cumulative effects of the proposed action has 
been provided in Section 5.4.10 of the Final EIS. 

BIO-13:  

As noted in Table 3.10-1, rare plant surveys were conducted for the 
west, south and east study areas.  The results of these surveys are 
discussed throughout Section 3.10 and form the basis of impact 
discussions in Section 4.10. 

BIO-14:  

Discussion of the creosote ring UPAs and yucca ring UPAs located 
within the action area is provided in Section 3.10.3.3 of the Draft and 
Final EIS. 

BIO-15:  

Please refer to response to comment letter N-18713, comment BIO-1 
regarding impacts to migratory birds.  Limited information was 
available regarding migratory bird use of the study areas, but usage 
is expected to be very low due to the lack of permanent (or even 
extended duration temporary) water sources.  Compliance with 
Executive Order 13186 will be pursued in the event that the proposed 
action is approved.  In addition, in accordance with the Migratory 
Bird Rule for military readiness activities, devising migratory bird 
conservation measures is only needed if significant population-level 
impacts are expected to occur.  This type of impacts is not expected 
for the proposed action. 
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N.2-19460 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 9 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 9 of 20): 

BIO-16:  

The proposed action may result in adverse effects to a limited number of 
burrowing owls in the acquisition areas.  The Combat Center Integrated 
Natural Resources Management Plan includes conservation measures 
that will greatly minimize these adverse effects.  As stated in Section 
4.10.7.2, Special Use Areas would provide disturbance-free habitat for 
desert vegetation and wildlife.  In addition, impacts across the training 
area would be minimized (a type of mitigation) by maintaining the same 
training footprint for each exercise.     

BIO-17:  

Comment noted.  However, golden eagles that may be present in study 
areas, especially the west study area, are already exposed to substantial 
human visitation.  Although this may increase somewhat in some areas 
under the proposed action, other areas may experience less visitation 
that at present due to access restrictions.  If nesting pairs of golden 
eagles are discovered in the potential disturbance areas, the Marine 
Corps would be expected to prepare and implement an Avian and Bat 
Protection Plan to avoid violation Bald and Golden Eagle Protection 
Act.  Golden eagle surveys in the action area have been funded and 
would be conducted in order to inform the preparation of an Avian and 
Bat Protection Plan.   

BIO-18:  

Comment noted.  Information regarding the presence or potential 
presence of badgers in the action area has been added to Section 3.10, 
and potential less than significant impacts are now described in Section 
4.10. 

BIO-19:  

Information regarding the presence or potential presence of desert kit 
foxes in the proposed action area has been added to Section 3.10, and 
potential less than significant impacts are now described in Section 4.10.

BIO-13

  BIO-14
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N.2-19461 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 10 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 10 of 20): 

BIO-20:  

The air quality analysis assumes that at some point in the future, if left 
undisturbed, any ground disturbed by the proposed training activities 
would stabilize back to a less emissive state in terms of fugitive dust, 
regardless of whether these areas contain cryptobiotic soils.  This is the 
case, as (1) disturbed desert soils lose their fine particles relatively 
quickly due to wind erosion and (2) to a much lesser extent, dew and 
precipitation would create a crust on the top of the soil.  The Draft EIS 
recognizes the importance of cryptobiotic soil crusts (page 3.10-14), and 
potential impacts from the proposed action are described on page 4.10-8 
and elsewhere.  Considering that much of the action area is covered in 
cryptobiotic soils, mapping them is unnecessary.  Protection of 
cryptobiotic soils will be a benefit of most species conservation 
measures, including those for the desert tortoise. 

To estimate fugitive dust emissions, the DEIS assumed that all ground 
areas disturbed by the proposed training activities would have the same 
silt content and therefore the same potential to emit dust (presented in 
Appendix G Tables G-12 and G-14).  Desert pavement is defined as a 
surface comprised of large angular or rounded rock fragments lying over 
mixed material.  In other words, desert pavement has a lower silt content 
and therefore lower potential to emit dust compared to average desert 
soil evaluated in the DEIS.  As a result, it is probable that operations on 
desert pavement would produce lower fugitive dust emissions compared 
to those estimated for these areas in the DEIS. 

BIO-21:  

An inventory was conducted between 2001 and 2005 of insects on the 
Combat Center (Pratt 2005), and found no federally-listed species.  As 
such, it is expected that none would occur in the very similar adjacent 
lands that compose the study areas.  In the event that a federally-listed 
species is discovered after approval of the proposed action, the Combat 
Center INRMP would be revised in coordination with USFWS to 
include conservation measures for that species. 

 

BIO-16
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N.2-19462 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 11 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 11 of 20): 

BIO-22:  

Based on available research (e.g., Cutler et al. 1999; Epps et al. 2005, 
2006, 2007) the Draft EIS describes the known populations on the 
Combat Center, in the east study area, and under the proposed airspace.  
No other populations are described in these sources that would be 
affected by the proposed action.  Population fragmentation is not 
expected to occur as a result of the proposed project as fencing would be 
limited to tortoise exclusion fencing (maximum of 24 inches above 
ground) and three-strand smooth wire fencing (with elevated lower 
strand) installed in specific areas to protect desert tortoises.  In addition, 
dirt roads in the study areas would not present barriers to dispersal. 

BIO-23:  

The proposed project is not expected to substantially increase habitat 
fragmentation, as any new roads would be at-grade or slightly above-
grade dirt roads, and fencing would be limited to tortoise exclusion 
fencing (maximum of 24 inches above ground) and three-strand smooth 
wire fencing (with elevated lower strand) installed in specific areas to 
protect desert tortoises. 

BIO-24:  

Comment noted.  Additional and more detailed conservation measures 
for identified significant impacts to the desert tortoise, as developed 
through Endangered Species Section 7 consultation with USFWS, are 
included in the Final EIS.  Please refer to Section 2.8.4. 

BIO-25:  

Potential impacts to ephemeral water bodies are described in Section 
4.10.2.1 (e.g., page 4.10-7, 4.10-8), and potential impacts to streams and 
related sensitive habitats are described in Section 4.13.2.1.  No 
significant impacts to these resources were identified from proposed 
training activities.  Additional discussion of cumulative effects on sand 
transport has been provided in Section 5.4.10. 

BIO-17

BIO-18

BIO-19

 

BIO-20



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19463 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 12 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 12 of 20): 

AQ-1:  

Comment noted.  DEIS Table 5-3 in Section 5.4.8 summarizes the 
calculations for GHG emissions that would occur from the following 
proposed activities: (1) aircraft operations below 3,000’ above 
ground level (AGL), (2) operation of tactical equipment, (3) 
operation of tactical support equipment, and (4) on-road transport of 
personnel and equipment within the Mojave Desert Air Basin.  These 
data represent the overwhelming majority of GHGs that would occur 
from proposed activities and that are the responsibility of the Marine 
Corps.   

However, to provide a more detailed definition of GHGs that would 
occur from the project alternatives, Table 5-3 in the FEIS includes 
the following additional GHG emissions estimates:  (1) construction 
GHG emissions, (2) GHG emissions from the entire flight of 
proposed aircraft operations within the project air spaces rather than 
just operations below 3,000’ AGL, and (3) the generation of 
electrical power from sources on the Combat Center.  The FEIS does 
not provide calculations of other sources of GHG emissions 
requested in the comment, as they are (1) nominal in comparison to 
the total GHGs generated by the project alternatives and/or (2) not 
the responsibility of the Marine Corps.  It should be noted that the 
spreadsheet used to calculate GHGs for proposed tactical 
vehicles/support equipment in the DEIS had some inaccurate 
formulas that produced erroneously high GHG estimates (as shown 
in Appendix G Tables G-8 and G-36).  Hence, even though the FEIS 
analysis includes additional sources of proposed GHGs, as requested 
in this comment, the total GHG estimations for the project 
alternatives in the FEIS are lower than those presented in the DEIS. 

As stated in DEIS page 4.10-8, most crustal biomass in the project 
region of influence (ROI) occurs within the top 3 millimeters of the 
soil.  This very thin layer of biomass has a limited potential to 
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N.2-19464 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 13 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 13 of 20): 

AQ-1 Continued: 

sequester GHGs.  Therefore, any loss of cryptobiotic soils due to 
proposed operations would result in an imperceptible loss of GHG 
sequestration.  In addition, due to the sparseness of the vegetation 
within the ROI, any loss of vegetation due to proposed operations 
would have the same effect. 

AQ-2:  

The DEIS provides an adequate assessment of proposed PM10 
impacts. It acknowledges that the proposed training exercises would 
generate substantial amounts of fugitive dust, as shown in the tables 
that present estimations of air emissions for each project alternative 
(refer to Section 4.8). 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 standard for PM10.   

The special conservation measure (SCM) proposed in DEIS Section 
2.8.3 to control fugitive dust emissions only applies to proposed 
construction activities. The construction company that performs the 
proposed construction would have to comply with this SCM as part 
of their contract with the Marine Corps.  The FEIS clarifies this 
ambiguity.  Due to the immensity and aridity of the proposed 
training areas, it would be infeasible to control fugitive dust 
generated from proposed training exercises. 

AQ-3:  

Table 5-3 in the FEIS has been revised to include the 2009 GHG 
emissions for the Combat Center.  As stated on DEIS page 5-33, 
currently there are no formally adopted or published NEPA 
thresholds of significance for proposed GHG emissions.  
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N.2-19465 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 14 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 14 of 20): 

AQ-3 Continued: 

The Final EIS compared projected GHG emissions to Combat Center 
baseline conditions and the U.S. GHG inventory. This comparison is 
deemed adequate to determine the significance of proposed GHG 
emissions for NEPA purposes.   

Since the DEIS concludes that GHGs from each project alternative 
would produce less than significant impacts, the Marine Corps 
proposes no mitigations to reduce proposed GHGs.  However, as 
stated on DEIS page 5-40, the Marine Corps proposes an SCM that 
would maximize the use of biodiesel, where feasible, in equipment 
and vehicles that take part in exercises at the Combat Center under 
each project alternative, in place of ultra-low sulfur diesel (ULSD) or 
aviation fuels. The CO2e emission factor for biodiesel is about 7 
percent lower than for ULSD, which is the unmitigated fuel 
evaluated in the DEIS air quality/GHG analyses.  In addition, DEIS 
Section 5.4.8 discusses broad-based programs initiated by the Marine 
Corps and Department of the Navy that will reduce energy 
consumption, will shift to renewable and alternative fuels, and 
thereby will offset proposed GHG emissions. 

Regarding the lack of the DEIS to consider loss of carbon 
sequestration or to perform a life cycle analysis, please see the 
response to comment CBD AQ-1.   

The DEIS evaluated 6 project alternatives and the difference in 
annual GHG emissions between these 6 alternatives is about 3 
percent.  Regarding measures that would reduce proposed GHGs, 
please see the first paragraph of this response. 
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Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19466 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 15 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 15 of 20): 

CI-1:  

Notwithstanding the summary of NEPA requirements and applicable 
court cases, it is not clear from these comments what specifically is 
perceived to be inadequate about the cumulative analysis in the 
DEIS.  There are very few examples provided. Nonetheless, a few 
revisions have been made to help clarify or explain selected portions 
of the analysis in Chapter 5 of the FEIS.  The Department of the 
Navy considers cumulative impacts to be adequately addressed in the 
EIS. 

The reference to an incomplete discussion of rare plants elsewhere in 
the EIS, and the suggestion that the cumulative impact assessment is 
therefore incomplete, is unfounded. Reconnaissance level surveys 
were used to determine which rare plants would be subject to 
focused surveys, and those focused surveys were completed.  

CI-2:   

Comment noted, but no specific examples of inadequate analysis are 
provided. The Department of the Navy considers cumulative impacts 
to be adequately addressed in the EIS. 

CI-3:   

Comment noted, but no specific examples of inadequate analysis are 
provided.  Due to the nature of the proposed action, there is nothing 
about any of the project alternatives that would be considered 
growth-inducing. Indirect effects of the proposed action are 
addressed as appropriate in the individual resource sections in 
Chapter 4.    

 

AQ-1

AQ-2

AQ-3



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19467 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 16 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 16 of 20): 

CI-4:  

The results of Section 7 consultation with USFWS have been 
incorporated into the FEIS, including the cumulative impact 
assessment, as appropriate. Additional text has been added regarding 
sand transport systems, but the impacts (including cumulative) are 
still expected to be less than significant because no structures would 
be constructed in the midst of a transport corridor under the any of 
the project alternatives (which is how solar developments disrupt 
sand transport).  The proposed action is not expected to contribute to 
any cumulative sand transport impacts that may be associated with 
other types of projects.  Additional discussion about cumulative 
effects to Mojave fringe-toed lizard habitat and water resources has 
been added in the FEIS. Golden eagles would not be substantially 
affected by the proposed action, and their populations in the desert 
are stable (and increasing).  Cumulative impacts to this species are 
expected to be minimal (see also response to Comment N-18664, 
BIO-17).   

NEPA-2:  

The purpose and need statement on page 1-4 of the DEIS does not 
foreclose consideration of meaningful alternatives to the proposed 
expansion areas; on the contrary, as described in Section 2.7, 
numerous alternatives were considered in addition to the six action 
alternatives and the No-Action Alternative that were carried forward 
for analysis in the DEIS (Section 2.4).  How the purpose and need 
relates to the analysis of alternatives is addressed in Sections 2.2, 2.3, 
and 2.7 of the DEIS. 

 

 

 

 

CI-1

 

CI-2

CI-3



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19468 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 17 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 17 of 20): 

 

 
CI-4

 
NEPA-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19469 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 18 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 18 of 20): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19470 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 19 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 19 of 20): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19471 

Comment ID: N-18664 (Page 20 of 20) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18664 (Page 20 of 20): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19472 

Comment ID: N-18665 (Page 1 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18665 (Page 1 of 7): 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19473 

Comment ID: N-18665 (Page 2 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18665 (Page 2 of 7):   

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).    

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.    

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 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.2-19474 

Comment ID: N-18665 (Page 3 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18665 (Page 3 of 7): 

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 
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 
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).   

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.2-19475 

Comment ID: N-18665 (Page 4 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18665 (Page 4 of 7): 

Public comments on the EIS are an important part of the decision-
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.2-19476 

Comment ID: N-18665 (Page 5 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18665 (Page 5 of 7): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19477 

Comment ID: N-18665 (Page 6 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18665 (Page 6 of 7): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19478 

Comment ID: N-18665 (Page 7 of 7) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18665 (Page 7 of 7): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19479 

Comment ID: N-18666 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18666: 

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 best available information for OHV 
recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future 
recreational visitor patterns and using average expenditure data 
adjusted for inflation as the basis for the 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.2-19480 

Comment ID: N-18667 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18667: 

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 best available information for OHV 
recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future 
recreational visitor patterns and using average expenditure data 
adjusted for inflation as the basis for the 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.2-19481 

Comment ID: N-18668 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18668: 

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 best available information for OHV 
recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future 
recreational visitor patterns and using average expenditure data 
adjusted for inflation as the basis for the 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.2-19482 

Comment ID: N-18669 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18669: 

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 best available information for OHV 
recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future 
recreational visitor patterns and using average expenditure data 
adjusted for inflation as the basis for the 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.2-19483 

Comment ID: N-18670 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18670: 

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 best available information for OHV 
recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future 
recreational visitor patterns and using average expenditure data 
adjusted for inflation as the basis for the 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.2-19484 

Comment ID: N-18671 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18671: 

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 best available information for OHV 
recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future 
recreational visitor patterns and using average expenditure data 
adjusted for inflation as the basis for the 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.2-19485 

Comment ID: N-18672 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18672: 

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 best available information for OHV 
recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future 
recreational visitor patterns and using average expenditure data 
adjusted for inflation as the basis for the 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.2-19486 

Comment ID: N-18673 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18673: 

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 best available information for OHV 
recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future 
recreational visitor patterns and using average expenditure data 
adjusted for inflation as the basis for the 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.2-19487 

Comment ID: N-18674 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18674: 

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 best available information for OHV 
recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future 
recreational visitor patterns and using average expenditure data 
adjusted for inflation as the basis for the 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.2-19488 

Comment ID: N-18675 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18675: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19489 

Comment ID: N-18676 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18676: 

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.   

   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19490 

Comment ID: N-18677 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18677: 

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.  

   

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19491 

Comment ID: N-18678 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18678: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19492 

Comment ID: N-18679 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18679: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19493 

Comment ID: N-18680 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18680: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19494 

Comment ID: N-18681 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18681: 

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.  The Marine 
Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for recreation 
and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.2-19495 

Comment ID: N-18682 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18682: 

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 understands the importance of 
Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is 
expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19496 

Comment ID: N-18683 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18683: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19497 

Comment ID: N-18684 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18684: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19498 

Comment ID: N-18685 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18685: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19499 

Comment ID: N-18686 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18686: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19500 

Comment ID: N-18687 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18687: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19501 

Comment ID: N-18688 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18688: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19502 

Comment ID: N-18689 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18689: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19503 

Comment ID: N-18690 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18690: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19504 

Comment ID: N-18691 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18691: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19505 

Comment ID: N-18692 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18692: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19506 

Comment ID: N-18693 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18693: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19507 

Comment ID: N-18694 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18694: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19508 

Comment ID: N-18695 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18695: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19509 

Comment ID: N-18696 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18696: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19510 

Comment ID: N-18697 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18697: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19511 

Comment ID: N-18698 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18698: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19512 

Comment ID: N-18699 (Page 1 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18699 (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.   Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 
important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 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.   

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.2-19513 

Comment ID: N-18699 (Page 2 of 2) Response to Comment N-18699 (Page 2 of 2):   

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.2-19514 

Comment ID: N-18700 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18700: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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, 
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.2-19515 

Comment ID: N-18701 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18701: 

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.  Section 
2.8.4 of the EIS outlines several measures that would be taken to 
reduce impacts from the proposed action to biological resources, 
including establishment of desert tortoise protection areas.  

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19516 

Comment ID: N-18702 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18702: 

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.2-19517 

Comment ID: N-18703 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18703: 

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. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19518 

Comment ID: N-18704 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18704:  

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.2-19519 

Comment ID: N-18705 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18705: 

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



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19520 

Comment ID: N-18706 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18706: 

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.2-19521 

Comment ID: N-18707 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18707: 

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.2-19522 

Comment ID: N-18708 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18708: 

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



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19523 

Comment ID: N-18709 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18709: 

Thank you for your comment.  Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 to the 1938 Small-Tract 
Homestead Act. 

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



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19524 

Comment ID: N-18710 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18710: 

Thank you for your comment. 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.  Section 2.8.4 of the EIS 
outlines several measures that would be taken to reduce impacts 
from the proposed action to biological resources, including 
establishment of desert tortoise protection areas. 

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. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19525 

Comment ID: N-18711 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18711: 

Thank you for your comment you submitted on May 19th 2011 
regarding the proposed 29 Palms Training Land Acquisition / 
Airspace Establishment project.  The Marine Corps recognizes that 
this is an important topic for many different people and organizations 
and it’s important to us to receive public feedback on the proposal. 

In regard to your specific concerns you listed in your comment, we 
want to assure you that your specific property is not included in any 
of our study areas.  Your house and property are roughly two (2) 
miles outside of the edge of our western study area.  You do not need 
to worry about losing your house. 

We here at the Combat Center are committed to being good 
neighbors to the best of our ability.  Though the public comment 
period has ended, please feel free to contact us if you have any 
concerns or questions about the project.  For more information on the 
project, please call 760-830-3764, or contact the program office by 
mail at: 

29 Palms Training Land /Airspace 

MAGTF, MCGACC 

Building 1554, Box 788104 

Twentynine Palms, CA 92278-8104 

Thank you again for your comment and we hope we reassured you 
on your concern about your property and our project. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19526 

Comment ID: N-18712 (Page 1 of 4) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18712 (Page 1 of 4): 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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 has been updated as appropriate to address issues related 
to the Small Homestead Act. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19527 

Comment ID: N-18712 (Page 2 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18712 (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.2-19528 

Comment ID: N-18712 (Page 3 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18712 (Page 3 of 4): 

CR-1: 

Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 to 
the 1938 Small-Tract Homestead Act. 

AQ-1: 

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. 

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

AQ-1

 

NOI-1
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N.2-19529 

Comment ID: N-18712 (Page 4 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18712 (Page 4 of 4): 

 

 
NOI-1
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N.2-19530 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 1 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 1 of 20): 

NEPA-1, NEPA-2, and NEPA-3: 

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. 

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
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N.2-19531 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 2 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 2 of 20): 

NEPA-4: 

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-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
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N.2-19532 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 3 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (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
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N.2-19533 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 4 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (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
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N.2-19534 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 5 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 5 of 20): 

BIO-1 Continued: 

Discussion is included throughout the EIS 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 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.2-19535 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 6 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 6 of 20): 

BIO-2 Continued: 

Section D, Paragraph 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.2-19536 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 7 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (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 
Biological Opinion (see Appendix O of the FEIS).  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

 
NEPA-5



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19537 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 8 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (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.2-19538 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 9 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (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.  The FEIS GHGs 
cumulative analysis also compares proposed GHGs to these 
emissions.  The Final EIS compared projected GHG emissions to 
Combat Center baseline conditions and the U.S. GHG inventory.  
However, the spreadsheet used to calculate GHGs for proposed 
tactical vehicles/support equipment in the DEIS had some inaccurate 
formulas that produced erroneously high GHG estimates (as shown 
in Appendix G Tables G-8 and G-36).  Hence, even though the FEIS 
analysis includes additional sources of proposed GHGs, the total 
GHG estimations for the project alternatives in the FEIS are lower 
than those presented in the DEIS.  

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 

NOI-1
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N.2-19539 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 10 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 10 of 20): 

AQ-1 Continued: 

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. 

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 

 

NOI-1

BIO-1
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N.2-19540 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 11 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 11 of 20): 

WAT-1 Continued: 

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.   

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 purpose of the consideration of the Combat Center year 2002 
emissions in the DEIS is to accurately identify the future baseline 
conditions upon initiation of the proposed action in 2014 or 2015.  
The level of 2002 emissions at the Combat Center, plus emissions 
from the proposed MEB Building Block training exercises, would 
not be expected to exceed the Combat Center year 2009 emissions.  
This determination enabled the air quality analysis to focus on 
impacts from the MEB Exercises, and to compare these impacts to 
the most recent Combat Center emissions inventory (2009).   

 

BIO-2
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N.2-19541 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 12 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 12 of 20): 

AQ-2 Continued: 

Therefore, year 2002 is not some arbitrary point in the past, as stated 
in the comment.  Text has been added to Section 4.8 of the EIS to 
clarify assumptions used in the analysis. 

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.2-19542 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 13 of 20) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (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.   
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N.2-19543 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 14 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (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
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N.2-19544 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 15 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (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
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N.2-19545 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 16 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 16 of 20): 

SOC-1

WAT-1
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N.2-19546 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 17 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 17 of 20): 

AQ-3
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N.2-19547 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 18 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 18 of 20): 
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N.2-19548 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 19 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 19 of 20): 

 

NEPA-7

 
NEPA-8
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N.2-19549 

Comment ID: N-18713 (Page 20 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18713 (Page 20 of 20): 
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N.2-19550 

Comment ID: N-18714 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18714 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comments. 

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. 

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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N.2-19551 

Comment ID: N-18714 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18714 (Page 2 of 2): 
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N.2-19552 

Comment ID: N-18715 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18715: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19553 

Comment ID: N-18716 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18716 (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 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. 

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 
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N.2-19554 

Comment ID: N-18716 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18716 (Page 2 of 2) 

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.      

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.   

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



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19555 

Comment ID: N-18717 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18717: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19556 

Comment ID: N-18718 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18718: 

Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are 
an important part of the decision-making process.  The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

Name Withheld by Request 
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N.2-19557 

Comment ID: N-18719 (Page 1 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18719 (Page 1 of 5): 

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



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19558 

Comment ID: N-18719 (Page 2 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18719 (Page 2 of 5): 
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N.2-19559 

Comment ID: N-18719 (Page 3 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18719 (Page 3 of 5): 
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N.2-19560 

Comment ID: N-18719 (Page 4 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18719 (Page 4 of 5): 
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N.2-19561 

Comment ID: N-18719 (Page 5 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18719 (Page 5 of 5): 
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N.2-19562 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 1 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 1 of 12): 

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.2-19563 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 2 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 2 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19564 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 3 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 3 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19565 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 4 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 4 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19566 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 5 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 5 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19567 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 6 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 6 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19568 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 7 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 7 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19569 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 8 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 8 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19570 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 9 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 9 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19571 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 10 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 10 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19572 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 11 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 11 of 12): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19573 

Comment ID: N-18720 (Page 12 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18720 (Page 12 of 12): 
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N.2-19574 

Comment ID: N-18721 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18721 (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 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. 

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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19575 

Comment ID: N-18722 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18722: 

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.2-19576 

Comment ID: N-18723 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18723: 

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.2-19577 

Comment ID: N-18724 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18724 (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.   

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



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19578 

Comment ID: N-18724 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18724 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19579 

Comment ID: N-18725 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18725 (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.  Furthermore, Sections 3.11 and 4.11 of the EIS has been 
updated as appropriate to address issues related to the Small 
Homestead Act. 

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.   

If one of the proposed 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.2-19580 

Comment ID: N-18725 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18725 (Page 2 of 3): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19581 

Comment ID: N-18725 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18725 (Page 3 of 3): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19582 

Comment ID: N-18726 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18726 (Page 1 of 2): 

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.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-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.2-19583 

Comment ID: N-18726 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18726 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19584 

Comment ID: N-18727 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18727 (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.2-19585 

Comment ID: N-18727 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18727 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19586 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 1 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 1 of 20): 

GEN-1: 

Thanks for your comment.  The discrepancy between the text on 
page 1-16 and the number of ranges listed in Table B-2 has been 
corrected.   

GEN-2: 

Section 2.8 describes the Preferred Alternative evaluation.  As 
indicated in the EIS, Alternative 1 is the best alternative from an 
operational perspective, while Alternative 5 is the best alternative 
from an environmental perspective.  Alternative 6 was determined to 
be the Preferred Alternative based on the training value afforded and 
the amount of land area that would still be available and accessible to 
the public for recreational purposes.  

GEN-3: 

Section 2.8 of the EIS has been updated to clarify the distinction 
between special conservations measures incorporated into the 
proposed action and potential mitigation measures that have been 
identified for certain resources under specific alternatives.  

GEN-4: 

A reference for the REVA study has been added to Section 2.8.7 as 
suggested.  As indicated in the text, the IESS is currently being 
prepared, therefore, no reference is currently available.  

LU-1: 

Appropriate regulatory framework has been identified in Chapter 3 
for each resource area. 

 

  GEN-2
  GEN-1

GEN-3

GEN-4

  

LU-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19587 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 2 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 2 of 20): 

REC-1: 

The specific details on management of the RPAA have not been 
formalized at this time.  Section 2.5 outlines the management 
procedures that have been developed 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.  

REC-2: 

Section 4.2 analyzes impacts to recreation.  An additional study of 
impacts to recreation and loss of recreational lands was completed 
and the EIS has been updated appropriately.   

LU-2: 

A reference has been added as suggested.  Appendix B is stand-alone 
to the EIS, therefore, redundancy should be expected and no change 
has been made.  

LU-3: 

Comment noted.  Only active and potentially active mines were 
quantified for the impact analysis.  Other non-operating mines and 
mining facilities would be further identified after completion of this 
NEPA analysis, as part of the real estate survey and appraisal 
process, if one of the action alternatives were selected.   

 

  

LU-1

  

REC-1

 
REC-2

LU-2

  LU-3

 LU-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19588 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 3 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 3 of 20): 

LU-4: 

Figure 3.1-4 shows the open BLM OHV areas in the immediate 
vicinity of the Proposed Acquisition Study Areas and is not intended 
to include all the regional OHV areas.  Figure 3.2-3 shows a broader 
view of the regional OHV areas in relation to the Proposed 
Acquisition Study Areas.  In addition, Appendix M includes 
additional data regarding regional OHV areas.   

REC-2: 

Appropriate regulatory framework has been identified in Chapter 3 
for each resource area. 

REC-3: 

Based on public input and comments, a Displaced OHV Recreation 
Study (DORS) has been completed and added to the EIS.  Please see 
Appendix M and Section 4.2 for more information.  

SOC-1: 

Appropriate regulatory framework has been identified in Chapter 3 
for each resource area. 

SOC-2: 

The data presented is the most current data available from the US 
Census Bureau.  

 

  

REC-2

  REC-3



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19589 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 4 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 4 of 20): 

PHS-1: 

Appropriate regulatory framework has been identified in Chapter 3 
for each resource area. 

PHS-2: 

Appendix F identifies munitions proposed for use under the proposed 
action and the hazards that are associated, including any explosive 
hazards. As indicated in the notes, the Cadiz Lake Sonic Target #3 is 
located within the former southeast study area, see Figure 2-3.  

AQ-1: 

Appropriate regulatory framework has been identified in Section 
3.8.2. 

BIO-1: 

Appropriate regulatory framework has been identified in Chapter 3 
for each resource area. 

BIO-2: 

Figures have been updated as appropriate to show the correct south 
study area boundary and show identified wildlife linkages. 

 

  

SOC-1

  SOC-2

 

PHS-1
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N.2-19590 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 5 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 5 of 20): 

CR-1, GEO-1, and WAT-1:  

Appropriate regulatory framework has been identified in Chapter 3 
for each resource area. 

WAT-2: 

As indicated by the legend, Figure 3.13-1 shows watersheds and 
playa lake beds, hence the multiple names seen on the figure. 

GEN-5 and AIR-2: 

The evaluation criteria used for analyzing impact is discussed at the 
beginning of each resource section in Chapter 4. 

GEN-6: 

Consideration of cost of the project are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis, although it is one of the several factors decision makers 
consider when selecting an alternative.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 

  

PHS-1

  PHS-2

  AQ-1
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N.2-19591 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 6 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 6 of 20): 

AIR-1: 

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

AIR-2: 

Table 4.7-11 provides a summary of impacts for each alternative. For 
a more in-depth explanation of impact conclusion please see the 
discussion within Section 4.7. 

GEN-7: 

Thank you for your comment.  

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.  An overview of assumptions used for the noise 
analysis is presented in Section 4.9.1.1 with a more detailed 
discussion contained in Appendix H with the noise modeling.  

 

  AQ-1

 

BIO-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19592 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 7 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 7 of 20): 

GEN-8: 

A summary of public scoping issues is contained at the beginning of 
each resource section in Chapter 4 of the EIS, titled “Public Scoping 
Issues”.  The section does not list specific comments, rather 
summarizes the comments provided as key issues and themes. 

GEN-9:  

Mitigation measures were developed if feasible for resource area 
alternatives for which significant impacts were expected.  As noted 
in the EIS, less than significant noise impacts are expected or no 
mitigation measures were determined to be feasible (in addition to 
the Special Conservation Measures outlined in Section 2.8).  

LU-5: 

Table 4.1-1 of the EIS provides summary of impacts to land use 
under all alternatives.   

REC-4: 

Section 3.2 of the EIS identifies areas that are open for legal OHV 
riding.  This information is utilized in the analysis in Section 4.2.  
Table 4.2-6 provides summary of impacts to recreation under all 
alternatives.  Recreation SCMs 1-3 would apply to all alternatives.  
Mitigation Measure REC-1 would apply only to alternatives 4, 5, and 
6 as discussed in Section 4.2 of the EIS.  

 

 

BIO-1
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N.2-19593 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 8 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 8 of 20): 

WAT-3: 

The EIS has been revised to update the project description for the 
Cadiz Conservation and Storage Project using the information 
provided by comment letters from Cadiz Inc and others.   

SOC-3: 

Table 4.3-16 of the EIS provides summary of impacts to 
socioeconomics under all alternatives.  As indicated in the table, 
there would be less than significant or no impact to socioeconomics 
from implementation of the proposed action alternatives.  

PHS-3: 

Analysis of impacts from the presence of the high-pressure natural 
gas pipeline is contained in Section 4.4 (Public Health and Safety) 
due to the safety hazard if heavy military vehicles continually cross 
at the same points or if maneuver activities compromise the integrity 
of underground pipelines, resulting in potential impacts if an 
underground pipeline ruptures.  

Beneficial impacts are identified for resource area action alternatives 
were only noted when they exist.   

 

 

BIO-1

  

BIO-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19594 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 9 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 9 of 20): 

TRAN-1: 

Table 4.6-2 of the EIS has been updated to refer to mitigation 
measure TRAN-1.  As noted in Section 4.6.4.3 of the EIS although 
impacts would be lessened with implementation of mitigation 
measure TRAN-1, it is expected that impacts to transportation and 
circulation would still be significant since there are no other paved 
roads in the vicinity of North Amboy Road.  

AIR-3:  

Table 4.7-7 of the EIS has been updated to clarify impacts.  

BIO-3: 

Text in Section 4.10 has been modified to clarify the lack or presence 
of wildlife linkages.  Level of impact to biological resources depends 
on the species and alternative.  Please see table 4.10-14 for a listing 
by alternative of significant impacts (SI), significant impact 
mitigable to less than significant (SI-M), and less than significant 
impact (LSI).  Table 4.10-14 of the EIS has been updated to refer to 
mitigation measures for biological resources.   

CR-2: 

Table 4.11-1 identifies archaeological sites by alternatives.  Potential 
mitigation measures for cultural resources are described in Section 
4.11.2.4 of the EIS.  

 

 

CR-1
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N.2-19595 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 10 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 10 of 20): 

GEN-10: 

Chapter 6 contains tables that contain a summary of environmental 
impacts under each action alternative, potential mitigation measures, 
and summary of cumulative impacts.  The chapter is designed to be a 
summary; therefore, there will be tables that are duplicated from 
other areas of the document.   

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 for the preferred alternative.  Airspace 
dimensions, altitudes, and times required may change as this 
cooperative effort is conducted and if the preferred alternative is 
changed, therefore, mitigation measure AM-1 is applicable to all 
alternatives.  Please refer to Section 1.5.3.2 for information on the 
FAA airspace proposal process.   

Table 6.3 should read “Summary of Cumulative Impacts”.  The EIS 
has been modified to reflect this change.  

Appropriate regulatory framework has been identified in Chapter 3 
for each resource area. 

No glossary or index has been included with the EIS.  A summary 
“How To Use This Document” is provided on the backside of the 
cover page and a table of contents occurs at the beginning of the EIS 
to provide a layout of document content.  As required by NEPA, the 
EIS was written at a level that is understandable by the public and 
technical jargon is explained as needed within each resource section. 

 

 

CR-1
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N.2-19596 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 11 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 11 of 20): 

  

GEO-1
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N.2-19597 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 12 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 12 of 20): 

  

GEO-1

 

WAT-1
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N.2-19598 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 13 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 13 of 20): 

WAT-1
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N.2-19599 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 14 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 14 of 20): 

 

WAT-1

  WAT-2

 

GEN-5

 
GEN-6
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N.2-19600 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 15 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 15 of 20): 

 
AIR-1

 AIR-2

 

AQ-2

  GEN-7

  
NOI-1

  GEN-8

  
GEN-9

NOI-1
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N.2-19601 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 16 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 16 of 20): 

 
GEN-9

LU-5

GEN-8

 
REC-4

  

GEN-9

 
WAT-3
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N.2-19602 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 17 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 17 of 20): 

  GEN-9

SOC-3

 
PHS-3

  GEN-8

  GEN-9

  GEN-8

  GEN-9

 
TRAN-1

  GEN-8

  AIR-3
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N.2-19603 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 18 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 18 of 20): 

 GEN-8

BIO-3

 
GEN-9

  
BIO-3

  GEN-8

CR-2

  GEN-8

 

GEN-9

  GEN-10



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19604 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 19 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 19 of 20): 

  

GEN-10
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N.2-19605 

Comment ID: N-18728 (Page 20 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18728 (Page 20 of 20): 

 

GEN-10



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19606 

Comment ID: N-18729 (Page 1 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18729 (Page 1 of 10): 

AQ-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  Table 3.8-1 of the DEIS includes the 
National/California ambient air quality standards (N/CAAQS) that 
are most applicable to the evaluation of the project alternatives, 
although it inadvertently does not include the CAAQS for 24-hour 
SO2.  Table 3.8-1 does not contain the State standards for sulfates, 
hydrogen sulfide, or vinyl chloride, as the project alternatives would 
emit only minor amounts or none of these pollutants.  A full listing 
of the N/CAAQS is available at 
http://www.arb.ca.gov/research/aaqs/aaqs2.pdf. 

Section 4.8.1.2 of the EIS defines annual emission thresholds that are 
used as indicators in the air quality analysis to determine if proposed 
emissions would contribute to a significant impact.  In other words, 
these emission thresholds determine the potential for proposed 
emissions to contribute to an exceedance of the ambient air quality 
standards.  

AQ-2: 

Many of the dust control measures listed in the comment are not 
applicable to proposed construction or operations.  Section 3.8.2.3 of 
the EIS identifies one of the main MDAQMD rules that would apply 
to project emissions – Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust).  MDAQMD Rule 
403.2 (Fugitive Dust Control for the Mojave Desert Planning Area 
[MDPA]), also would apply to proposed construction activities that 
occur in the project West and South Study Areas, but no other areas, 
as they would occur outside of the MDPA.  Rule 403.2 would not 
apply to project operations, as they are not applicable source 
categories identified in the rule (Section 403.2(A)(2)).   

 

AQ-1
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N.2-19607 

Comment ID: N-18729 (Page 2 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18729 (Page 2 of 10): 

AQ-2 Continued: 

However, the project alternatives would cover the surfaces of new 
dirt roads constructed within these areas with gravel, which would 
minimize fugitive dust emissions from vehicles that operate on these 
roads.  In addition, DEIS Section 4.8.2.1 identifies Special 
Conservation Measures (SCMs) for proposed construction activities 
that would exceed the applicable dust control requirements in Rule 
403.2.   

The DEIS performed a dispersion modeling analysis which 
determined that fugitive dust emissions from proposed operations 
would produce less than significant impacts to ambient PM10 levels 
for Alternatives 1, 2, and 4-6.  However, the analysis determined that 
Alternative 3 would contribute to an exceedance of the NAAQS for 
PM10.  Therefore, except for Project Alternative 3, the project 
alternatives would comply with the purpose of MDAQMD Rule 
403.2, which is to ensure that the NAAQS for PM10 will not be 
exceeded due to anthropogenic sources of fugitive dust within the 
MDPA (Section 403.2(A)(1)(a)). 

In addition to the MDAQMD rules identified above, Section 3.8.2.1 
of the DEIS states that MDAQMD Rule 2002 (General Federal 
Actions Conformity) would apply to proposed construction and 
operation.  As discussed below, proposed activities also would 
comply with this rule.  Therefore, the EIS evaluated all applicable 
MDAQMD rules and regulations that apply to proposed construction 
and operation.   

   

 

  

AQ-1
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N.2-19608 

Comment ID: N-18729 (Page 3 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18729 (Page 3 of 10): 

AQ-3 

Regarding the adequacy of the project conformity evaluations, please 
see the responses to DEIS comments N-18713, AQ-3 and 2247, AQ-
1.  Appendix G.1.1 of the DEIS includes a letter from the 
MDAQMD stating their concurrence that the proposed action would 
comply with the requirements of MDAQMD Rule 2002, i.e., that the 
proposed action would conform to the State Implementation Plan 
(SIP).  

NOI-1: 

Appendix H has four sections – H-1 through H-4.  Sections H-1 
through H-3 contain a wealth of technical data used in the noise 
modeling.  Only Section H-4 is the noise primer.  Noise exposure 
from existing/current conditions are provided in Section 3.9.  The 
EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives in 
Section 4.9.   As noted in Section 4.1.2.7, Sensitive Land Uses, there 
are no sensitive receptors located within the areas where 62 dBC 
CNEL countour extends outside of the proposed boundaries.  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.  
Impacts from noise and vibration would be less than significant, 
therefore, no mitigation measures have been proposed.  

 
AQ-1

  

NOI-1

  
AQ-2

  

AQ-3
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N.2-19609 

Comment ID: N-18729 (Page 4 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18729 (Page 4 of 10): 

GEO-1: 

As indicated in Section 3.12 of the EIS public health and safety 
regarding earthquake-related hazards are addressed by the Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, State Seismic Hazards Mapping 
Act, and the California Building Code.  Section 4.12.1.1 and 4.12.1.2 
of the EIS discuss methodology and evaluation criteria, respectively, 
in regards to the analysis for impacts to geological resources in 
regards to the identified regulatory framework.  

CR-1: 

Section 2.8.5 identifies Special Conservation Measures that would be 
implemented to manage cultural resources, including paleontological 
resources.  

PHS-1: 

The list of Regulatory Framework provided has been reviewed and 
incorporated into the EIS as appropriate.  

 

NOI-1
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N.2-19610 

Comment ID: N-18729 (Page 5 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18729 (Page 5 of 10): 

GEN-1: 

No glossary or index has been included with the EIS.  A summary 
“How To Use This Document” is provided on the backside of the 
cover page and a table of contents occurs at the beginning of the EIS 
to provide a layout of document content.  As required by NEPA, the 
EIS was written at a level that is understandable by the public and 
technical jargon is explained as needed within each resource 
section.     

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. 

 

NOI-1
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N.2-19611 

Comment ID: N-18729 (Page 6 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18729 (Page 6 of 10): 

  

NOI-1
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N.2-19612 

Comment ID: N-18729 (Page 7 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18729 (Page 7 of 10): 

 

NOI-1
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N.2-19613 

Comment ID: N-18729 (Page 8 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18729 (Page 8 of 10): 

  

NOI-1

  

GEO-1

  

CR-1
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N.2-19614 

Comment ID: N-18729 (Page 9 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18729 (Page 9 of 10): 

  

CR-1

  

PHS-1
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N.2-19615 

Comment ID: N-18729 (Page 10 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18729 (Page 10 of 10): 

  

PHS-1

  
GEN-1
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N.2-19616 

Comment ID: N-18730 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18730 (Page 1 of 3): 

NEPA-1:   

Thank you for your comment.  The FEIS will have a CEQ compliant 
cover sheet.  As for the abstract, a document of this size justifies 
more than one paragraph. 

NEPA-2:  

The CEQ regulations at 40 CFR § 1502.12 do not require a Summary 
to be less than 15 pages.  The regulations say a Summary should 
usually be no longer than 15 pages.  The longer the document, the 
longer the Summary will likely be.  Major conclusions are found in 
Table ES-2.  Areas of controversy, as raised during the scoping 
process are addressed on pages ES-5 and ES-6. 

NEPA-3:   

Comment noted. 

NEPA-4:   

The cited regulation requires the EIS to briefly specify the 
underlying purpose and need of the proposed action.  Paragraph 1.3.1 
on page 1-4 of the DEIS states the who, what, where, when and why 
of the proposed action.  How the purpose and need relates to the 
proposed action is addressed in Chapter 2 of the DEIS.   The 
screening criteria for alternatives are included in Section 2.3 

NEPA-5:   

Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s NEPA Regulations 
(46 Fed. Reg. 18026) clarifies the CEQ regulations, “In order to 
avoid duplication between these two [alternatives and environmental 
consequences] sections, most of the ‘alternatives’ section should be 
devoted to describing and comparing the alternatives.”  Chapter 2 
presents the alternatives in comparative form and is indeed based on

 
NEPA-1

NEPA-2

 NEPA-3

NEPA-4

 

NEPA-5
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N.2-19617 

Comment ID: N-18730 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18730 (Page 2 of 3): 

NEPA-5 Continued:   

the information and analysis of Chapters 3 and 4.  All reasonable 
alternatives, i.e., those meeting the selection criteria and the purpose 
and need of the proposed action, are considered.  The alternatives 
you suggest do not meet these standards.  Section 2.7 on pages 2-95 
to 2-99 discusses why a variety of alternatives were considered but 
eliminated.  Section 2.8 on pages 2-99 to 2-107 describes Special 
Conservation Measures that are part of the proposed action.  
Potential mitigation measures are addressed in Chapter 4.  Table ES-
28 in the Executive Summary and Table 6-2 in Chapter 6 cover all 
mitigation measures.   

NEPA-6:   

The Affected Environment section presents the baseline conditions 
that would continue under the No-Action Alternative.  The 
description of the affected environment as presented in the EIS 
enables decisionmakers, resource agencies, and the public to 
compare the magnitude of environmental effects of the action 
alternatives. Chapter 3 on the Affected Environment seeks to provide 
the reader with the essential information on each resource area.  
Resource areas of greater impact importance are comparatively 
longer than are those of less impact.  For example, the Transportation 
and Circulation section is seven pages in length, while the Biological 
Resources section is 62 pages. 

NEPA-7:   

Chapter 4 begins each resource section by explaining the 
methodology used to analyze each alternative’s impact on that 
resource area, the evaluation criteria used to determine the 
significance of such impacts, and issues that were raised about each 

 

NEPA-6

NEPA-7

 
NEPA-8
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N.2-19618 

Comment ID: N-18730 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18730 (Page 3 of 3): 

NEPA-7 Continued:   

resource area during the public scoping process.  Both direct and 
indirect impacts area analyzed.  Each resource section concludes 
with a summary of impacts for each alternative.  The geographic and 
temporal boundaries for the Cumulative Effects section are described 
in Section 5.2.  Finally, the EIS does use conditional language, i.e., 
“would” instead of “will” throughout the document.  The USMC has 
reviewed the EIS to ensure there are no improper uses of “will.” 

NEPA-8:   

Appendix B provides the reader with a more detailed description of 
all 23 training areas and any current restriction or focused uses that 
may apply. None of the activities, or operations contemplated by the 
proposed action would result in stationary or area sources of 
hazardous air pollutants.  Similarly, the proposed action implicates 
no source category governed by emissions guidelines or new source 
performance standards. All mobile sources would be in compliance 
with all requiremens of applicable regulations and standards.   

This is a Draft EIS; consultation with the USFWS was ongoing at the 
time of the DEIS publication.  Final results of that consultation are 
included in the FEIS.  The DEIS thoroughly analyzes the impacts of 
each alternative on various biological resources.  See Section 4.10-1 
to 4.10-60.  Special Conservation Measures for biological resources 
are described in Section 2.8.4.  Potential mitigation measures are also 
described in Section 4.10.  Public Health and Safety, including traffic 
accidents, are addressed in Sections 4.4 and 4.6. 

 

NEPA-8
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N.2-19619 

Comment ID: N-18731 (Page 1 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18731 (Page 1 of 4): 

NEPA-1: 

Comment noted. 

NEPA-2: 

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.  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. 

 

NEPA-1

NEPA-2
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N.2-19620 

Comment ID: N-18731 (Page 2 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18731 (Page 2 of 4): 

 

NEPA-2
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N.2-19621 

Comment ID: N-18731 (Page 3 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18731 (Page 3 of 4): 

 

NEPA-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19622 

Comment ID: N-18731 (Page 4 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18731 (Page 4 of 4): 

NEPA-2
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N.2-19623 

Comment ID: N-18732 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18732 (Page 1 of 2): 

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.  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 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.).   
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N.2-19624 

Comment ID: N-18732 (Page 2 of 2) 

 
 

 

Response to Comment N-18732 (Page 2 of 2): 

The Marine Corps has proactively reached out to interested stakeholders 
to ensure that their concerns were identified. 

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. 

Please see Section 4.7 of the EIS for information on expected impacts to 
Airspace Management; Jet Routes are discussed in this section. Section 
4.7 describes expected significant impacts on Jet Routes transitting 
within the proposed restricted area. The Marine Corps is working with 
the FAA to minimize these impacts through advanced planning and 
coordination efforts. The Marine Corps is sensitive to the potential 
effects the airspace proposals could have on all commercial and civil 
aviation activities.  The airspace proposals will be reviewed by the FAA 
in an Aeronautical Study which will examine potential impacts on all 
airspace uses and those measures to be discussed with the Marine Corps, 
airport operators, and other aviation interests, to minimize any impacts.  
The Marine Corps will also continue its outreach to the civil aviation 
community to discuss those issues and concerns affecting their 
operations within the Combat Center airspace environment and those 
measures that can be taken to best accommodate all aviation interests. 

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.2-19625 

Comment ID: N-18733 (Page 1 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18733 (Page 1 of 9): 

Thank you for your comment.  This letter is a duplicate to Comment 
ID: N-18858.  Please see response provided for that comment. 
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N.2-19626 

Comment ID: N-18733 (Page 2 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18733 (Page 2 of 9): 
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N.2-19627 

Comment ID: N-18733 (Page 3 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18733 (Page 3 of 9): 
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N.2-19628 

Comment ID: N-18733 (Page 4 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18733 (Page 4 of 9): 
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N.2-19629 

Comment ID: N-18733 (Page 5 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18733 (Page 5 of 9): 
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N.2-19630 

Comment ID: N-18733 (Page 6 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18733 (Page 6 of 9): 
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N.2-19631 

Comment ID: N-18733 (Page 7 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18733 (Page 7 of 9): 
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N.2-19632 

Comment ID: N-18733 (Page 8 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18733 (Page 8 of 9): 
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N.2-19633 

Comment ID: N-18733 (Page 9 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18733 (Page 9 of 9): 
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N.2-19634 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 1 of 12) 

 

 

 Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 1 of 12): 

Thank you for your comment.  This letter is a duplicate to Comment 
ID: N-18857.  Please see response provided for that comment. 
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N.2-19635 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 2 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 2 of 12): 
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N.2-19636 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 3 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 3 of 12): 
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N.2-19637 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 4 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 4 of 12): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19638 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 5 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 5 of 12): 
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N.2-19639 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 6 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 6 of 12): 
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N.2-19640 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 7 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 7 o f 12): 
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N.2-19641 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 8 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 8 of 12): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19642 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 9 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 9 of 12): 
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N.2-19643 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 10 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 10 of 12): 
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N.2-19644 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 11 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 11 of 12): 
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N.2-19645 

Comment ID: N-18734 (Page 12 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18734 (Page 12 of 12): 
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N.2-19646 

Comment ID: N-18735 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18735 (Page 1 of 2): 

GEN-1: 

Thank you for your comment. 

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.      

 GEN-1

 

NOI-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19647 

Comment ID: N-18735 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18735 (Page 2 of 2): 

NOI-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19648 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 1 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 1 of 20): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19649 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 2 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 2 of 20): 

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.  The 
lack of a training site large enough to provide the required training of a 
MEB-sized Marine Air Ground Task Force is considered to be a “serious 
training deficiency” by the DoN and the Marine Corps. 
NEPA-2: Consideration of effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National debt or deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. 
SOC-1: As described in Sections 2.4 and 4.2 of the EIS, the “action 
alternatives” evaluated in the EIS would enable varying amounts of 
continued public access to all or sizeable portions of Johnson Valley for 
recreation.  Section 4.3 of the EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under 
each of the action alternatives, and identifies a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited recreational 
visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue 
related to reduced recreational and film industry spending. Based on public 
comments on the DEIS, additional information and analysis of the 
socioeconomic impacts to the OHV industry have been added to the FEIS.   
NEPA-3: As this comment appears to summarize a conclusion linked to 
specific comments offerred as examples in Section IV of this letter, the 
response is deferred in favor of the point-by-point responses to each focused 
comment in Section IV below. 
 
 

 
NEPA-1

 

NEPA-2

 
SOC-1

 
NEPA-3

 
NEPA-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19650 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 3 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 3 of 20): 

NEPA-4: Comment noted. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 
important part of the decision-making process.  This information becomes 
part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process. Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process.   

NEPA-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19651 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 4 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 4 of 20): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19652 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 5 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 5 of 20): 

NEPA-5



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19653 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 6 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 6 of 20): 

NEPA-5: Sections 1.3, 1.4.3, 2.3, and 2.7 of the EIS explain why the 
current facilities (at the Combat Center as well as at other training sites) are 
inadequate to meet MEB training requirements.  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.  It is the role of decision-makers, 
including ultimately the U.S. Congress, to weigh the relative priority and 
importance of that training requirement along with other national defense 
priorities, financial concerns, the information in the EIS, and many other 
factors as they make decisions about the Proposed Action. Consideration of 
effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National debt or 
deficit are outside the scope of an EIS analysis. 

SOC-2: Section 4.3 of the EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under 
each of the action alternatives, and identifies a direct economic impact to 
individual small businesses that are dependent on limited recreational 
visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue 
related to reduced recreational and film industry spending. Based on public 
comments on the DEIS, additional information and analysis of the 
socioeconomic impacts to the OHV industry have been added to the FEIS.   

SOC-3: While additional information about the broader OHV-related 
industry has been added to Sections 3.3 and 4.3 in the Final EIS, it should 
be noted that, as the size of the economy under consideration increases 
(e.g., the southern California region or the entire State), the impacts would 
represent a smaller and smaller proportion of the overall economy. The 
analysis acknowledges the potential impact on individual businesses in the 
project vicinity, and estimates the likelihood of OHV users seeking out 
other recreational venues. 

NEPA-5

 
SOC-2

 

SOC-3



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19654 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 7 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 7 of 20): 

GEN-1: Please refer to response to comment letter N-18713, 
comment GEN-1. 

SOC-3

AQ-1 
WAT-1 
NOI-1

 

BIO-1

 

GEN-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19655 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 8 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 8 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. 

WAT-1: Please refer to response to comment letter N-18713, 
comment WAT-1. 

GEN-1  
Continued

NEPA-6

WAT-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19656 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 9 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 9 of 20): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NOI-1:  Please refer to response to comment letter N-18713, comment 
NOI-1.  

 
NOI-1

 

WAT-1 
continued 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19657 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 10 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 10 of 20): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
NOI-1 continued 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19658 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 11 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 11 of 20): 

 

 

 

BIO-1: Please refer to response to comment letter N-18713, comment 
BIO-1. 

 

 

BIO-2: Please refer to response to comment letter N-18713, comment 
BIO-2. 

 

 

BIO-1

BIO-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19659 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 12 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 12 of 20): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

BIO-2 continued



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19660 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 13 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 13 of 20): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

REC-1: Please refer to response to comment letter N-18713, comment 
REC-1. 

 

BIO-2 
continued 

REC-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19661 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 14 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 14 of 20): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

GEN-2: Please refer to response to comment letter N-18713, comment 
GEN-2. 

 

 

AQ-2: Please see the response to comment N-18713, AQ-1. 

 

REC-1 
continued 

GEN-2

AQ-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19662 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 15 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Pae 15 of 20): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SOC-4:  Please refer to response to comment letter N-18713, comment 
SOC-1. 

 

 

AQ-2 
continued 

 

SOC-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19663 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 16 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 16 of 20): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SOC-5: Additional information and analysis regarding potential impacts to 
the regional OHV industry were added for the Final EIS.   

 

WAT-2: 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.  The 
potential for munitions contaminants to affect the quality of surface and 
groundwaters are evaluated in Section 4.13. The low precipitation rate, 
intermittent receiving surface water bodies, and deep groundwater, limit the 
potential migration of MC residues and thus the impact of munitions on 
water quality was determined to be less than significant.  No changes to the 
EIS are required. 

 

SOC-4 
continued 

 
SOC-5

 
WAT-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19664 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 17 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 17 of 20): 

 

 

 

 

AQ-3: Please see the response to comment letter N-18713, comment AQ-
2. 

 

 

 

AQ-4: Please see the response to comment letter N-18713, comment AQ-
3. 

AQ-3

 

AQ-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19665 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 18 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 18 of 20): 

 

 

 

 

 

AQ-5:  Please see the response to comment letter N-18713, comment AQ-
4. 

AQ-4

AQ-5



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19666 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 19 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 19 of 20): 

 

 

 

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. 

 

 

 

NEPA-9: Please refer to response to comment letter N-18713, comment 
NEPA-7. 

 

NEPA-7

 

NEPA-8

NEPA-9



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19667 

Comment ID: N-18736 (Page 20 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18736 (Page 20 of 20): 

 

 

 

 

 

AQ-6:  Comment noted.  The FEIS includes definitions of sensitive 
receptors and qualitatively discusses how proposed air emissions 
would impact these receptors. 

 NEPA-9 
continued

AQ-6



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19668 

Comment ID: N-18737 (Page 1 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18737 (Page 1 of 4): 

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.   

NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19669 

Comment ID: N-18737 (Page 2 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18737 (Page 2 of 4): 

NEPA-2: 

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.  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. 

NEPA-1

 
NEPA-2

 
NEPA-3

 
NEPA-4

 

REC-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19670 

Comment ID: N-18737 (Page 3 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18737 (Page 3 of 4): 

NEPA-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. 

NEPA-4: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis. 

REC-1: 

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

SOC-1: 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, socioeconomic 
impacts are expected to be less than significant and unmitigatable. 

 REC-1

 

SOC-1

LU-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19671 

Comment ID: N-18737 (Page 4 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18737 (Page 4 of 4): 

LU-1: 

As indicated in Section 2.6 of the EIS individual mine properties 
would be evaluated before implementation of and selected project 
alternative to determine whether the property would be acquired or if 
reasonable access to the property would be afforded so that the 
operations could continue following project implementation. 

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.      

 NOI-1

 

LU-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19672 

Comment ID: N-18738 (Page 1 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18738 (Page 1 of 9): 

LU-1: 

Thank you for your comment. The information provided has been 
reviewed and added to the EIS as appropriate.  

LU-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19673 

Comment ID: N-18738 (Page 2 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18738 (Page 2 of 9): 

 

LU-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19674 

Comment ID: N-18738 (Page 3 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18738 (Page 3 of 9): 

LU-2, CI-1: 

As indicated in Section 2.8 of the EIS, the Combat Center would 
complete and implement the Installation Energy and Sustainability 
Strategy (IESS) that balances water demands (including those 
associated with the proposed action) with water supplies by 
increasing water conservation, using more recycled water, importing 
water, treating lower quality groundwater, and/or other methods 
deemed appropriate.  The strategy would address sustainable water 
usage within the Combat Center, as well as regional water 
management, particularly if the strategy included groundwater 
extraction from other than the Surprise Spring aquifer. 

 
LU-1

LU-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19675 

Comment ID: N-18738 (Page 4 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18738 (Page 4 of 9): 

AIR-1: 

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.   

 AIR-1

LU-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19676 

Comment ID: N-18738 (Page 5 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18738 (Page 5 of 9): 

CI-2: 

Section 5.4.13.3 of the EIS states that “while acquisition of the Cadiz 
Inc. land may be beneficial for the water supply on the Combat 
Center, it would have a regionally significant impact because it 
would inhibit Cadiz from instituting their Conservation and Storage 
Project.” 

PHS-1: 

The EIS has been updated to reflect the change from Yucca Valley 
Fire Protection District to the San Bernardino County Fire Protection 
District.  The Final EIS has been modified as appropriate. 

GEN-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  Your contact information will remain 
on the distribution list.  

 
CI-1

 
CI-2

PHS-1

 GEN-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19677 

Comment ID: N-18738 (Page 6 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18738 (Page 6 of 9): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19678 

Comment ID: N-18738 (Page 7 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18738 (Page 7 of 9): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19679 

Comment ID: N-18738 (Page 8 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18738 (Page 8 of 9): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19680 

Comment ID: N-18738 (Page 9 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18738 (Page 9 of 9): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19681 

Comment ID: N-18739 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18739 (Page 1 of 3): 

LU-1: 

Thank you for your comment. Additional research has been 
conducted related to mining operations in the EIS study areas. 
Additional information on mining has been added to multiple 
resources sections. 

LU-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19682 

Comment ID: N-18739 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18739 (Page 2 of 3): 

SOC-1: 

Additional research has been conducted related to mining operations 
in the EIS study areas. Additional information on mining has been 
added to multiple resources sections. 

WAT-1: 

Section 5.4.13.3 of the EIS acknowledges that Alternative 3 would 
have a “regionally significant impact because it would inhibit Cadiz 
from instituting their Conservation and Storage Project.” The EIS 
also states that the Cadiz project was uncertain and undergoing 
environmental review process.  The EIS has been revised to update 
the Cadiz project description for the Final EIS using the information 
provided by comment letters from Cadiz Inc and others. These 
revisions are not likely to alter the significance of cumulative 
impacts from Alternative 3. 

LU-1

 

SOC-1

WAT-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19683 

Comment ID: N-18739 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18739 (Page 3 of 3): 

REC-1: 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.   

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. 

 WAT-1

REC-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19684 

Comment ID: N-18740 (Page 1 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18740 (Page 1 of 5): 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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 (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.2-19685 

Comment ID: N-18740 (Page 2 of 5) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18740 (Page 2 of 5): 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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 was used in conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM 
about future recreational visitor patterns and using average 
expenditure data adjusted for inflation as the basis for the 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.   

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.2-19686 

Comment ID: N-18740 (Page 3 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18740 (Page 3 of 5): 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be 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.2-19687 

Comment ID: N-18740 (Page 4 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18740 (Page 4 of 5): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19688 

Comment ID: N-18740 (Page 5 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18740 (Page 5 of 5): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19689 

Comment ID: N-18741 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18741 (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. 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. Section 4.3 also evaluates 
expected environmental justice 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.2-19690 

Comment ID: N-18741 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18741 (Page 2 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19691 

Comment ID: N-18741 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18741 (Page 3 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19692 

Comment ID: N-18742 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18742 (Page 1 of 2): 

SOC-1: 

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. 

CR-1: 

EIS Section 4.11 discusses potential mitigation measures. At this 
point in time, potential mitigation measures are unknown. The EIS 
does note some possibilities for potential mitigation measures 
including avoidance and protection or data recovery. 

SOC-2: 

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

 

SOC-1

CR-1

SOC-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19693 

Comment ID: N-18742 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18742 (Page 2 of 2): 

SOC-3: 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be lost tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending. Section 4.3 clearly 
identifies the expected decline in county and local sales tax revenue, 
for each action alternative. 

SOC-4: 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each action 
alternative. As noted in the EIS, Alternative 3 would be expected to 
lead to potential net job losses while Alternatives 1,2,4,5 and 6 
would be expected to lead to potential net job increases. Estimates of 
changes in Net jobs are calculated on a county-wide basis.  

 
SOC-2

SOC-3

SOC-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19694 

Comment ID: N-18743 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18743 (Page 1 of 2): 

NEPA-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 to the 1938 Small-Tract 
Homestead Act. 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 and film 
industry spending.   

 

NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19695 

Comment ID: N-18743 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18743 (Page 2 of 2): 

SOC-1: 

Comment noted. The Marine Corps has not made a decision on what 
two months of the year that the RPAA would be closed to public use. 

GEN-1, GEN-2: 

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. 

 

 NEPA-1

 

SOC-1

GEN-1

 GEN-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19696 

Comment ID: N-18744 (Page 1 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18744 (Page 1 of 5): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19697 

Comment ID: N-18744 (Page 2 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18744 (Page 2 of 5): 

NEPA-1, NEPA-2: 

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. 

REC-1: 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

NEPA-3: 

Comment noted. 

 NEPA-1

NEPA-2

 

REC-1

 
NEPA-3



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19698 

Comment ID: N-18744 (Page 3 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18744 (Page 3 of 5): 

REC-2: 

Section 4.2 presents the best available data on recreational use of 
Johnson Valley. 

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.   

REC-3: 

Comment noted. 

NEPA-4, NEPA-5: 

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.  

 NEPA-3

REC-2

SOC-1

 

REC-3

NEPA-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19699 

Comment ID: N-18744 (Page 4 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18744 (Page 4 of 5): 

NEPA-4

 

NEPA-5



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19700 

Comment ID: N-18744 (Page 5 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18744 (Page 5 of 5): 

GEN-1: 

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

NEPA-5

 

GEN-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19701 

Comment ID: N-18745 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18745 (Page 1 of 2): 

NEPA-1: 

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.   

 

NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19702 

Comment ID: N-18745 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18745 (Page 2 of 2): 

NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19703 

Comment ID: N-18746 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18746: 

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.2-19704 

Comment ID: N-18747 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18747: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19705 

Comment ID: N-18748 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18748: 

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.2-19706 

Comment ID: N-18749 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18749: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19707 

Comment ID: N-18750 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18750: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19708 

Comment ID: N-18751 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18751: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19709 

Comment ID: N-18752 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18752: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19710 

Comment ID: N-18753 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18753: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19711 

Comment ID: N-18754 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18754: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19712 

Comment ID: N-18755 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18755: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19713 

Comment ID: N-18756 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18756: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19714 

Comment ID: N-18757 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18757: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19715 

Comment ID: N-18758 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18758: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19716 

Comment ID: N-18759 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18759: 

Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project 
alternatives.  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). 

   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19717 

Comment ID: N-18760 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18760: 

Thank you for your comment.  Sections 3.11 and 4.11 of the EIS 
identify and discuss impacts to Cultural Resources. Section 4.11.2.4 
explains that the Marine Corps would engage in consultations to 
address potential mitigations. 

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

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19718 

Comment ID: N-18761 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18761: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19719 

Comment ID: N-18762 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18762: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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 EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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.2-19720 

Comment ID: N-18763 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18763: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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 EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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.2-19721 

Comment ID: N-18764 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18764: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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 EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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.2-19722 

Comment ID: N-18765 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18765: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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 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.   

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19723 

Comment ID: N-18766 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18766: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19724 

Comment ID: N-18767 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18767: 

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.2-19725 

Comment ID: N-18768 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18768: 

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.    

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19726 

Comment ID: N-18769 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18769: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19727 

Comment ID: N-18770 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18770: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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. 
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N.2-19728 

Comment ID: N-18771 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18771: 

Thank you for your comment.  As indicated in Section 2.6 of the 
EIS, under the proposed action mining claim owners would be 
offered fair market value for their claims, or would be afforded 
reasonable access to their claims.  Decisions on whether to purchase 
a mining claim, or provide access to the claim, would be made on a 
case-by-case basis.  The location of the mining claim relative to 
MEB training locations would determined whether a mining claim is 
to be purchased or reasonable access provided.  Your contact 
information has been added to the project mailing list as requested. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 
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N.2-19729 

Comment ID: N-18772 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18772: 

Thank you for your comment.  As indicated in Section 2.6 of the 
EIS, under the proposed action mining claim owners would be 
offered fair market value for their claims, or would be afforded 
reasonable access to their claims.  Decisions on whether to purchase 
a mining claim, or provide access to the claim, would be made on a 
case-by-case basis.  The location of the mining claim relative to 
MEB training locations would determined whether a mining claim is 
to be purchased or reasonable access provided.  Your contact 
information has been added to the project mailing list as requested. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19730 

Comment ID: N-18773 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18773: 

Thank you for your comment.  As indicated in Section 2.6 of the 
EIS, under the proposed action mining claim owners would be 
offered fair market value for their claims, or would be afforded 
reasonable access to their claims.  Decisions on whether to purchase 
a mining claim, or provide access to the claim, would be made on a 
case-by-case basis.  The location of the mining claim relative to 
MEB training locations would determined whether a mining claim is 
to be purchased or reasonable access provided.  As described in 
Section 2.6 of the EIS, under Alternatives 1, 2, and 6, Morris Lode 
and Bessemer mines would be acquired.  

The EIS has been updated to discuss mineral resources of the east 
study area as suggested. 

Your contact information has been added to the project mailing list 
as requested.  

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, 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.2-19731 

Comment ID: N-18774 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18774: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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.   
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N.2-19732 

Comment ID: N-18775 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18775: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19733 

Comment ID: N-18776 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18776: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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.2-19734 

Comment ID: N-18777 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18777: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19735 

Comment ID: N-18778 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18778: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that  Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19736 

Comment ID: N-18779 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18779: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19737 

Comment ID: N-18780 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18780: 

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.2-19738 

Comment ID: N-18781 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18781 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  Joshua trees have been mapped on the 
Combat Center, within the extreme southwestern corner in Sand Hill 
Training.  Joshua trees have not been mapped in the west study area, 
but biological surveys for rare plants have noted that they are 
present.  The Marine Corps would attempt to avoid intact stands of 
Joshua tree during exercise design and conduct of military training, 
consistent with the goal of conserving natural resources as proscribed 
in the Combat Center INRMP.  However, Joshua trees are not 
protected under federal law, and state and local regulations would 
not apply to the proposed project. 

The Marine Corps understands the public’s concern in regards to 
public safety.  Please see Section 3.4.3.1 of the text for information 
on “scrappers” and the current procedures used by the base under 
Ground Training Operations. 

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.      

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
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Response to Comment N-18781 (Page 2 of 2): 

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 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 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).  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. 
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N.2-19740 

Comment ID: N-18782 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18782: 

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.2-19741 

Comment ID: N-18783 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18783: 

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.2-19742 

Comment ID: N-18784 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18784: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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 has 
determined that Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year.  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.2-19743 

Comment ID: N-18785 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18785: 

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.   

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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N.2-19744 

Comment ID: N-18786 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18786: 

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.   

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.2-19745 

Comment ID: N-18787 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18787 (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.  As described in 
Section 2.8 of the EIS, under any action alternative the Marine Corps 
would implement a variety of measures to avoid and minimize 
impacts to Cultural Resources.  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 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.      

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 

Name Withheld by Request 
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Response to Comment N-18787 (Page 2 of 2): 

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.2-19747 

Comment ID: N-18788 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18788: 

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. 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.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, 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.2-19748 

Comment ID: N-18789 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18789: 

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.   

As indicated in Section 2.6 of the EIS, under the proposed action 
mining claim owners would be offered fair market value for their 
claims, or would be afforded reasonable access to their claims.  
Decisions on whether to purchase a mining claim, or provide access 
to the claim, would be made on a case-by-case basis.  The location of 
the mining claim relative to MEB training locations would 
determined whether a mining claim is to be purchased or reasonable 
access provided. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, 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.2-19749 

Comment ID: N-18790 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18790: 

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.  

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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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Response to Comment N-18791: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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 
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Comment ID: N-18792 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18792 (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. 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.  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 
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Response to Comment N-18792 (Page 2 of 2): 

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 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. 
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Comment ID: N-18793 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18793: 

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.      

The EIS evaluates impacts to transportation under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.6).  Under alternatives that acquire land in 
the west acquisition study area, the EIS determined that marginal 
temporary traffic increases on Highway 247 due to MEB 
mobilization would not create significant 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. 

 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19754 

Comment ID: N-18794 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18794: 

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.      

The EIS evaluates impacts to transportation under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.6).  Under alternatives that acquire land in 
the west acquisition study area, the EIS determined that marginal 
temporary traffic increases on Highway 247 due to MEB 
mobilization would not create significant 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. 

Name Withheld by Request 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19755 

Comment ID: N-18795 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18795: 

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.  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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19756 

Comment ID: N-18796 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18796: 

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. 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.   



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19757 

Comment ID: N-18797 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18797: 

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.2-19758 

Comment ID: N-18798 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18798: 

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.2-19759 

Comment ID: N-18799 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18799: 

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.2-19760 

Comment ID: N-18800 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18800: 

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.2-19761 

Comment ID: N-18801 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18801: 

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.2-19762 

Comment ID: N-18802 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18802: 

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.2-19763 

Comment ID: N-18803 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18803: 

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.2-19764 

Comment ID: N-18804 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18804: 

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.2-19765 

Comment ID: N-18805 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18805: 

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.2-19766 

Comment ID: N-18806 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18806: 

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.2-19767 

Comment ID: N-18807 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18807: 

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.2-19768 

Comment ID: N-18808 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18808: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.        

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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.2-19769 

Comment ID: N-18809 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18809: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.2-19770 

Comment ID: N-18810 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18810: 

Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.  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.2-19771 

Comment ID: N-18811 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18811: 

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.2-19772 

Comment ID: N-18812 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18812: 

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.2-19773 

Comment ID: N-18813 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18813: 

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.2-19774 

Comment ID: N-18814 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18814: 

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.2-19775 

Comment ID: N-18815 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18815: 

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.2-19776 

Comment ID: N-18816 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18816: 

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.2-19777 

Comment ID: N-18817 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18817: 

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.2-19778 

Comment ID: N-18818 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18818: 

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.2-19779 

Comment ID: N-18819 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18819: 

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.2-19780 

Comment ID: N-18820 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18820: 

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.2-19781 

Comment ID: N-18821 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18821: 

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.2-19782 

Comment ID: N-18822 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18822: 

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.2-19783 

Comment ID: N-18823 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18823: 

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.2-19784 

Comment ID: N-18824 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18824: 

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.2-19785 

Comment ID: N-18825 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18825: 

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.2-19786 

Comment ID: N-18826 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18826: 

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.2-19787 

Comment ID: N-18827 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18827: 

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.2-19788 

Comment ID: N-18828 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18828: 

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.2-19789 

Comment ID: N-18829 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18829: 

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.2-19790 

Comment ID: N-18830 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18830: 

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.2-19791 

Comment ID: N-18831 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18831: 

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.2-19792 

Comment ID: N-18832 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18832: 

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.2-19793 

Comment ID: N-18833 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18833: 

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.2-19794 

Comment ID: N-18834 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18834: 

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.2-19795 

Comment ID: N-18835 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18835: 

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.2-19796 

Comment ID: N-18836 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18836: 

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.2-19797 

Comment ID: N-18837 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18837: 

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.2-19798 

Comment ID: N-18838 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18838: 

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.2-19799 

Comment ID: N-18839 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18839: 

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.2-19800 

Comment ID: N-18840 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18840: 

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.2-19801 

Comment ID: N-18841 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18841: 

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.2-19802 

Comment ID: N-18842 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18842: 

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.2-19803 

Comment ID: N-18843 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18843: 

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.2-19804 

Comment ID: N-18844 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18844: 

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.2-19805 

Comment ID: N-18845 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18845: 

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.2-19806 

Comment ID: N-18846 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18846: 

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.2-19807 

Comment ID: N-18847 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18847 (Page 1 of 3): 

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 
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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19808 

Comment ID: N-18847 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18847 (Page 2 of 3): 

 

NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19809 

Comment ID: N-18847 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18847 (Page 3 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19810 

Comment ID: N-18848 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18848 (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.2-19811 

Comment ID: N-18848 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18848 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19812 

Comment ID: N-18849 (Page 1 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18849 (Page 1 of 5): 

NEPA-1: 

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). 

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.2-19813 

Comment ID: N-18849 (Page 2 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18849 (Page 2 of 5): 

NEPA-2: 

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.    

SOC-1: 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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.  

 

 

 

NEPA-1

NEPA-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19814 

Comment ID: N-18849 (Page 3 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18849 (Page 3 of 5): 

REC-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 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.     

GEN-1: 

All relevant technical studies are contained in Volume II of the EIS 
(Appendices). 

Appendix H of the EIS has four sections – H-1 through H-4.  
Sections H-1 through H-3 contain a wealth of technical data used in 
the noise modeling.  Only Section H-4 is the noise primer.  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.   

Section 3.10 of the EIS describes the existing biological conditions, 
while Section 4.10 analyzes the impacts on vegetative and wildlife 
species present in each acquisition study area.  

REC-1

 

SOC-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19815 

Comment ID: N-18849 (Page 4 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18849 (Page 4 of 5): 

NEPA-1: 

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 
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).   

 

 

 

 

REC-1

 

GEN-1

 
NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19816 

Comment ID: N-18849 (Page 5 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18849 (Page 5 of 5): 

GEN-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. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NEPA-1

GEN-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19817 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 1 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 1 of 18): 

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: 

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.    

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.2-19818 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 2 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 2 of 18): 

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.2-19819 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 3 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 3 of 18): 

NOI-1: 

Noise exposures from existing/current conditions are provided in 
Chapter 3.  Appendix H has 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.2-19820 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 4 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 4 of 18): 

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

NEPA-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19821 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 5 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 5 of 18): 

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-2

NEPA-3

 

GEN-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19822 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 6 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 6 of 18): 

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.   

GEN-1

 NEPA-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19823 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 7 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 7 of 18): 

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 
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. 

 

NEPA-5



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19824 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 8 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 8 of 18): 

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

 

NOI-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19825 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 9 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 9 of 18): 

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. 

 

NOI-1

 

BIO-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19826 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 10 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 10 of 18): 

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.   

 

 

BIO-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19827 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 11 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 11 of 18): 

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



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19828 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 12 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 12 of 18): 

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

 

REC-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19829 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 13 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 13 of 18): 

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.   

 

 

 

REC-1

AQ-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19830 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 14 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 14 of 18): 

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 modeled PM10 impacts appropriately. 

 

AQ-1

SOC-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19831 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 15 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 15 of 18): 

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: 

Section 2.8 of the EIS outlines several Special Conservation 
Measures that would be implemented as part of the proposed action 
to reduce impacts to resources areas.  In addition, the EIS identifies 
mitigation measures that would be implemented under certain 
alternatives for specific resources areas to further reduce 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.   

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.  

 

SOC-1

WAT-1

 

AQ-2
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N.2-19832 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 16 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 16 of 18): 
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N.2-19833 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 17 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 17 of 18): 
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N.2-19834 

Comment ID: N-18850 (Page 18 of 18) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18850 (Page 18 of 18): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NEPA-7

 
NEPA-8



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19835 

Comment ID: N-18851 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18851 (Page 1 of 2): 

SOC-1 and SOC-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. 

SOC-2: 

Section 4.3 has been updated to acknowledge indirect impacts to 
other companies that provide services to local businesses. 

SOC-3: 

Thank you for your comment.  Section 4.3 of the EIS has been 
updated to acknowledge the indirect effects of reduced property tax 
revenue. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SOC-1

 
SOC-2

SOC-3

SOC-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19836 

Comment ID: N-18851 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18851 (Page 2 of 2): 

 

SOC-4



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19837 

Comment ID: N-18852 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18852 (Page 1 of 3): 

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 2.3 of the EIS, in 
accordance with the established Combat Center safety policy 
(Combat Center Order P3500.4h), any acquired lands 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. 

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).  As indicated in the EIS, there 
would be significant impacts to desert tortoise under all alternatives. 
The Marine Corps is currently undergoing consultation with the 
USFWS service in regards to impacts to the desert tortoise and other 
wildlife species. 

  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19838 

Comment ID: N-18852 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18852 (Page 2 of 3): 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.   

Thank you for your 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.2-19839 

Comment ID: N-18852 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18852 (Page 3 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19840 

Comment ID: N-18853 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18853 (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 section has been updated to acknowledge 
specific communities such as Wonder Valley and Homestead Valley. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19841 

Comment ID: N-18853 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18853 (Page 2 of 2): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19842 

Comment ID: N-18854 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18854 (Page 1 of 3): 

NEPA-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.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.   

WAT-1:   

Section 5.4.13.3 of the EIS acknowledges that Alternative 3 would 
have a” regionally significant impact because it would inhibit Cadiz 
from instituting their Conservation and Storage Project. The EIS also 
states that the project was uncertain and undergoing environmental 
review process.  The EIS has been revised to update the project 
description for the Final EIS using the information provided by 
comment letters from Cadiz Inc. and others. These revisions are not 
likely to alter the significance of cumulative impacts from 
Alternative 3. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19843 

Comment ID: N-18854 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18854 (Page 2 of 3): 

WAT-2: 

Section 4.13.4.1 addresses the potential impacts from Alternative 3 
to groundwater quality, and concludes “because of the ongoing 
management and minimization of MC residues at the Combat Center 
and implementation of management and minimization of MC 
residues in the east acquisition area, impacts to surface water quality 
from Alternative 3 MCs would be less than significant.”  The low 
precipitation rate, intermittent receiving surface water bodies, and 
deep groundwater, limits the migration of MC residues and thus the 
potential impacts of use of munitions. 

Chapter 2 of the EIS has been revised to include a more detailed 
description of the current range clearance operations.  As discussed 
in Section 3.4.2.1, the Marine Corps’ Range Environmental 
Assessment (REVA) program uses an EPA-approved screening 
model for Munitions Constituents in surface and groundwater.  The 
REVA evaluation occurs every 5 years and the first reassessment 
began in October 2010.  These evaluations have not found detectable 
levels of Munitions Constituents at the Combat Center.  

SOC-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  Updated information on the Cadiz 
project and the effects of Alternative 3 have been added to the EIS in 
Sections 3.13 and 4.13. 

 

NEPA-1

WAT-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19844 

Comment ID: N-18854 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18854 (Page 3 of 3): 

GEN-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  Responses to each of these issues are 
presented in the earlier portions of this letter. 

WAT-2

 
SOC-1

GEN-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19845 

Comment ID: N-18855 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18855 (Page 1 of 3): 

REC-1: 

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.       

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. 

 
SOC-1: 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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.2-19846 

Comment ID: N-18855 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18855 (Page 2 of 3): 

REC-2: 
Comment noted.  The Marine Corps understands the importance of 
Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant 
impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted 
public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

NEPA-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.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 

REC-1

 
SOC-1

 

REC-2

 

NEPA-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19847 

Comment ID: N-18855 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18855 (Page 3 of 3): 

NEPA-2: 

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). 

NEPA-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19848 

Comment ID: N-18856 (Page 1 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18856 (Page 1 of 5): 

NEPA-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates impacts to 
socioeconomics and cultural resources, and the interrelationship with 
the natural and physical environment potentially impacted by the 
proposed action.  NEPA does not require consideration of social 
values, beliefs, principles, emotions and feelings. 

NEPA-2: 

In addition to the adoption of recreation SCMs (see Chapter 2 and 
Section 4.2.2.1), the Marine Corps considered potential mitigation 
measures but determined that none were feasible for impacts to 
Recreation. Numerous commenters on the Draft EIS stated that the 
Marine Corps should designate or obtain other lands in the region to 
mitigate the loss of OHV are in the Johnson Valley.  The Marine 
Corps does not have the jurisdiction or capability to designate obtain 
other lands for OHV use and could not be committed to as part of the 
Record of Decision (ROD) for this action.  The BLM has 
management jurisdiction over public lands.  Designating lands for 
OHV use is a reasonable mitigation measure, therefore, the EIS has 
been updated to include text identifying designation of lands for 
recreation as a reasonable measure to alert BLM and encourage them 
to consider this during future development of Resource Management 
Plans (RMPs). 

NEPA-1

 

NEPA-2



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19849 

Comment ID: N-18856 (Page 2 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18856 (Page 2 of 5): 

NEPA-3: 

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.    

NEPA-4: 

Text has been updated in Section 2.8 and in specific resource 
sections to reflect a more detailed discussion of implementation of 
mitigation measures (e.g., funds will be requested from Congress to 
execute identified mitigation measures).  

NEPA-5: 

The Marine Corps has fully considered public comments in the 
development of the EIS, including the formulation of reasonable 
alternatives and mitigation measures.  Numerous commenters on the 
Draft EIS stated that the Marine Corps should designate or obtain 
other lands in the region to mitigate the loss of OHV are in the 
Johnson Valley.  The Marine Corps does not have the jurisdiction or 
capability to designate obtain other lands for OHV use and could not 
be committed to as part of the Record of Decision (ROD) for this 
action.  The BLM has management jurisdiction over public lands.  
Designating lands for OHV use is a reasonable mitigation measure, 
and it is identified here to alert BLM and encourage them to consider 
this during future development of Resource Management Plans 
(RMPs). 

NEPA-2

NEPA-3
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N.2-19850 

Comment ID: N-18856 (Page 3 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18856 (Page 3 of 5): 

Wildlife mitigation is being discussed in the ongoing Section 7 
consultation.  No utilities or other facilities are being relocated.  No 
basis for the wheeling area replacement ratio suggested.  Only 
Congress can de-designate a wilderness area, and it has not done so.  
De-designation also does not meet the selection criteria. Signing and 
boundary marking is addressed in the Land Use section. 

Real estate transaction costs will not be fully known until 
negotiations with landowners are initiated, but that USMC has 
programmed funds in FY12 and FY14 to purchase non-federal land.   

The Marine Corps does not have the authority to designate lands as 
mitigation for the proposed action.   

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.   

 

 

 

 

 NEPA-4
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N.2-19851 

Comment ID: N-18856 (Page 4 of 5) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18856 (Page 4 of 5) 

NEPA-6: 

Numerous commenters on the Draft EIS stated that the Marine Corps 
should designate or obtain other lands in the region to mitigate the 
loss of OHV are in the Johnson Valley.  The Marine Corps does not 
have the jurisdiction or capability to designate obtain other lands for 
OHV use and could not be committed to as part of the Record of 
Decision (ROD) for this action.  The BLM has management 
jurisdiction over public lands.  Designating lands for OHV use is a 
reasonable mitigation measure, and it is identified here to alert BLM 
and encourage them to consider this during future development of 
Resource Management Plans (RMPs).  The Marine Corps would 
provide any assistance that BLM may require from USMC. 

AIR-1: 

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. 

 

NEPA-5

 

NEPA-6

AIR-1

NEPA-7
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N.2-19852 

Comment ID: N-18856 (Page 5 of 5) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18856 (Page 5 of 5): 

NEPA-7: 

In accordance with the CEQ regulations for implementing NEPA at 
40 CFR 1505.2(c) and the Marine Corps’ NEPA procedures in MCO 
P5090.2A Chapter 12, mitigation measures that were identified and 
evaluated in the EIS will be identified and committed to in the DoN 
Record of Decision (ROD).  A monitoring and enforcement program 
will be adopted for resources in which monitoring is important to 
ensure that implementation is successful. 

AQ-1: 

Page 3.8-10 of the DEIS discusses the draft CEQ NEPA guidance for 
GHGs that is mentioned in the comment.  While the Marine Corps 
did consider this guidance in the evaluation of proposed GHGs in the 
DEIS, they are not bound by it, as the CEQ has yet to finalize its 
content. 

The GHG emission estimates presented in the DEIS are based upon 
fuel and therefore energy usages associated with each project 
alternative.  The difference in fuel (energy) usages and therefore 
GHG emissions between the six project alternatives is no more than 
three percent. 

The DEIS concludes that GHGs from each project alternative would 
produce less than significant impacts.  As stated on DEIS page 5-40, 
the Marine Corps proposes a special conservation measure (SCM) 
that would maximize the use of biodiesel, where feasible, in 
equipment and vehicles that take part in exercises at the Combat 
Center under each project alternative, in place of ultra-low sulfur 
diesel (ULSD) or aviation fuels. The CO2e emission factor for 
biodiesel is about 7 percent lower than for ULSD, which is the 
unmitigated fuel evaluated in the DEIS air quality/GHG analyses. 

NEPA-7

 

AQ-1

 

GEN-1
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N.2-19853 

Comment ID: N-18857 (Page 1 of 11) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18857 (Page 1 of 11): 

SCOP-1:  Thank you for your comment. The Scoping Summary Report 
you reference states that the EIS team would “consider and address relevant 
scoping comments during preparation of the DEIS.” This has been done and 
the relevant ones were analyzed in the EIS.  

GEO/WAT-1: Ordnance-related impacts to geologic faults and aquifers 
are addressed in EIS Sections 4.12 and 4.13, respectively. 

SCOP-2: Reclamation plans and plans to clean up contaminated sites are 
not required to be part of the EIS. The EIS does acknowledge in several 
places that the Combat Center’s INRMP (Integrated Natural Resources 
Management Plan) and other applicable management plans would be 
extended to include and apply to any lands acquired under the Proposed 
Action.  The EIS also states (Section 4.4) that cleanup of any contaminated 
sites would be completed as part of the real estate acquisition process and 
would be performed in compliance with all applicable laws and regulations 
(e.g., CERCLA).   

AIR-1: As indicated in the DEIS, 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 potential for 
increased costs to the airline industry is acknowledged in Section 4.3 as an 
indirect impact of the action, but it could not be quantified because the 
details of any FAA re-routing were not yet available.  

AIR-2: As stated in Section 4.7, the only scoping comment noted in 
comments received pertaining to airspace was the potential impact to 
airports and airfields.  Section 4.7 addresses to the extent possible all 
anticipated and relevant airspace-related impacts of the project, whether or 
not they were raised during the scoping process. 

 

SCOP-1
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N.2-19854 

Comment ID: N-18857 (Page 2 of 11) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18857 (Page 2 of 11): 

LU-1: Impacts associated with land use plans are addressed in Section 4.1 
of the EIS. 

PHS-2: The scoping summary report does not promise to “fully study and 
quantify” any particular issues raised by the public; it simply acknowledges 
those issues and states that relevant ones would be considered and 
addressed in the EIS. All of the issues cited in your comment have been 
acknowledged as potential impacts in the EIS, even if the costs could not be 
quantified at this time.  Costs associated with implementing the proposed 
action would be addressed by DoD budget processes and congressional 
authorizations provided that Congress decides to proceed with the proposed 
action.  Costs to implement the action are outside the scope of the EIS but 
will ultimately be a factor in final decision-making by DoD and Congress. 

REC-1: A reduction of OHV lands in the region over time is 
acknowledged in the analysis in Section 5.4.2, which finds that cumulative 
impacts to recreation would be significant. A trend analysis to quantify the 
number of acres of loss over time was not required to support this finding. 

BIO-1: Comment noted. 

SCOP-3: Thank you for your comment.  The EIS evaluates impacts to 
recreation, socioeconomics, and cultural resources, and the interrelationship 
with the natural and physical environment potentially impacted by the 
proposed action.  NEPA does not require consideration of social values, 
experiences, beliefs, or quality of life.   

SOC-1: The analysis of environmental justice impacts is consistent with 
the standards and requirements of the executive order.   

TRN-1: Thank you for the comment. The text has been revised for the 
FEIS. 

LU-1

 

PHS-1

 REC-1

BIO-1

 SCOP-3

SOC-1

TRN-1
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N.2-19855 

Comment ID: N-18857 (Page 3 of 11) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18857 (Page 3 of 11): 

AQ-1: Page 3.8-10 of the DEIS states that the potential effects of proposed 
GHG emissions are by nature global and cumulative impacts and that the 
impact of project-induced GHG emissions to global climate change is 
discussed in the context of cumulative impacts in Chapter 5 of the DEIS.  
Section 5.4.8 of the DEIS presents GHG emission estimates for each project 
alternative and an evaluation of their cumulative impacts.  See also 
responses to comment SCOP-1 and PHS-2 above. 

NOI-1: Text has been revised for the FEIS to include other relevant noise 
issues raised during scoping, as applicable. 

LU-2: Thank you for your comment. The scoping summary report does not 
promise to address in the EIS any or all particular issues raised by the 
public; it simply acknowledges the issues raised and states that relevant 
ones would be considered and addressed in the EIS. This has been done and 
the relevant ones were analyzed in the EIS.  Numerous renewable energy 
projects have been proposed in the vicinity of the project areas and these are 
addressed in Section 5.3.2.  There is no basis for speculating that the 
proposed acquisition would necessarily preclude some hypothetical future 
energy project that could not be accommodated elsewhere in the desert 
region.   

LU-3: Additional information about mining impacts has been added to the 
FEIS. 

SOC-2: Per input from other commenters, information about Wonder 
Valley has been added to the FEIS. The EIS does analyze the property value 
issue, albeit qualitatively, and acknowledges that some impact would occur.  
The impact is not expected to be significant.  Additional text has been 
added to further support this finding. DoN stands by the analysis of impacts 
to property values.  

 

TRN-1

 AQ-1

 NOI-1

 
LU-2

LU-3

SOC-2
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N.2-19856 

Comment ID: N-18857 (Page 4 of 11) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18857 (Page 4 of 11): 

CR-1: The text has been revised in the FEIS to acknowledge cultural 
resource issues that were raised during scoping. 

REC-2: All of those activities are acknowledged in the DEIS in Section 
3.2. 

SOC-3: Comment noted. The analysis and text of Section 4.3 has been 
revised for the FEIS.  

NEPA-1: Comment noted. 

LU-4: Comment noted.  Please see response to comments SCOP-1 and 
LU-2 above. 

NEPA-2: Cost/benefit analyses are not required to assess the 
environmental impacts of a proposed action. Decision-makers in the DoN 
and Congress will consider many different factors and sources of 
information in their decision-making, including costs, benefits, national 
priorities, etc.  Such issues are outside the scope of the EIS.  Consideration 
of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the 
national deficit or debt is also outside the scope of this EIS analysis.      

 

CR-1

 
REC-2

 

SOC-3

NEPA-1

 
LU-4

 NEPA-2
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N.2-19857 

Comment ID: N-18857 (Page 5 of 11) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18857 (Page 5 of 11): 

 

 

 

 

 

NEPA-3: Sections 2.3 and 2.7 of the EIS explain the process of identifying 
reasonable alternatives that would at least minimally satisfy MEB training 
requirements and the alternatives selection criteria defined by the Marine 
Corps.   During the NEPA 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.  Following the 
scoping process, the Marine Corps responded to public input by identifying 
Alternative 6 as a workable alternative that would satisfy training 
requirements while also making additional land available to the public 
approximately 10 months per year.  

 

 

NEPA-2 continued

NEPA-3
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Comment ID: N-18857 (Page 6 of 11) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18857 (Page 6 of 11): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NEPA-4: Cost/benefit analyses are not required to assess the 
environmental impacts of a proposed action. Decision-makers in the DoN 
and Congress will consider many different factors and sources of 
information in their decision-making, including costs, benefits, national 
priorities, etc.  Such issues are outside the scope of the EIS.  Consideration 
of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the 
national deficit or debt is also outside the scope of this EIS analysis.   

 

NEPA-3 
continued

 
NEPA-4
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N.2-19859 

Comment ID: N-18857 (Page 7 of 11) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18857 (Page 7 of 11): 
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N.2-19860 

Comment ID: N-18857 (Page 8 of 11) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18857 (Page 8 of 11): 
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N.2-19861 

Comment ID: N-18857 (Page 9 of 11) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18857 (Page 9 of 11): 

SOC-4:  Comment noted.  The rationale used to analyze socioeconomic 
impacts is described in Section 4.3 of the EIS. 
NEPA-5:  Please see the response to comment NEPA-4 above. 
NOI-2:  The rationale used in the analysis and modeling of noise impacts 
is described in Section 4.9 of the EIS. 
REC-3: Section 4.2.1 of the EIS 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 visitor-days of use in 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. 
AIR-3: Please see the response to comment AIR-1 above. 
NEPA-6: Comment noted. The proposed action is complex and has many 
components. To characterize the affected environment and potential 
impacts, sufficient detail needed to be included in the EIS. The EIS was 
developed with the intent to balance readability with sufficient technical 
information.  The Executive Summary provides a brief overview of the 
project alternatives and the general types of impacts.  It is not intended to 
stand on its own without the rest of the EIS. 
REC-4: The Marine Corps has fully considered public comments in the 
development of the EIS, including the formulation of reasonable 
alternatives and mitigation measures.  Numerous commenters on the Draft 
EIS stated that the Marine Corps should designate or obtain other lands in 
the region to mitigate the loss of OHV are in the Johnson Valley.  The 
Marine Corps does not have the jurisdiction or capability to designate or 
otherwise obtain lands for OHV use and could not be committed to such an 
effort as part of the Record of Decision (ROD) for this action.  The BLM 
has management jurisdiction over public lands.  Designating lands for OHV 
use is a reasonable mitigation measure, and it is identified here to alert 
BLM and encourage them to consider this during future development of 
Resource Management Plans (RMPs). 

 NEPA-4 
continued
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N.2-19862 

Comment ID: N-18857 (Page 10 of 11) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18857 (Page 10 of 11): 

NEPA-7: The purpose and need for the proposed action are described in 
Section 1.3 of the EIS. Decision-makers in the DoN and Congress will 
consider many different factors and sources of information in their decision-
making, perhaps including national defense priorities and future 
requirements.  Such issues are outside the scope of this EIS.   
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 as appropriate. 
AIR-4: Comment requires clarification. Airspace-related impacts are 
addressed in Section 4.7. 
NOI-3: Additional analysis and text have been added to the FEIS to address 
vibrations from noise.  
CR-2:  Text has been added to Sections 3.11 and 4.11 to address homestead 
properties as a potential cultural resource. 
NEPA-8: Any acquired properties would be paid fair market value.  
NEPA-9: As described in Section 2.5, the Marine Corps proposes a variety 
of safety measures and management procedures  under  Alternatives 4, 5, or 
6 to focus on the safety of visitors to any restricted public access area 
(RPAA). For any permitted race events that may occur within an RPAA, the 
Marine Corps would manage the area similarly to how the BLM manages 
races currently; i.e., with permits, insurance requirements, etc., that require 
race promoters to assume the liability for the safety of people attending 
their events. 
NEPA-10: Some preliminary restrictions have been proposed in Section 2.5 
of the EIS, but the Marine Corps would develop appropriate use restrictions 
in consultation with affected stakeholders should Alternatives 4, 5, or 6 be 
implemented. 
NEPA-11: At this time any potential role for the BLM is undefined. 
NEPA-12: As a result of public and agency comments received on the 
DEIS, the Marine Corps conducted a Displaced OHV Recreation Study 
(DORS) to further evaluate displaced OHV use (legal and illegal OHV 
activity).  Results of this study are referenced in the Final EIS, along with 
any recommended mitigation strategies. 
 

 REC-4 continued
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N.2-19863 

Comment ID: N-18857 (Page 11 of 11) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18857 (Page 11 of 11): 

 

 

REC-5: Please see the response to comment REC-4 above. 

 

 

 

 

NEPA-13: Comment noted. 

NEPA-14: All comments received on the DEIS were reviewed and 
addressed during preparation of the FEIS. 

NEPA-15: Your contact information has been added to the mailing list as 
requested.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comments and your 
involvement in the NEPA process.  

 

 

REC-5

NEPA-13

NEPA-14

NEPA-15
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N.2-19864 

Comment ID: N-18858 (Page 1 of 8) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18858 (Page 1 of 8): 

GEN-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.   

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.   

SOC-1: 

Please see Appendix K of the Final EIS for information on 
Socioeconomics modeling assumptions for displaced event-related 
and dispersed visitor use. All visitor use information is based on the 
best available data as provided by the BLM.  

 

GEN-1

 
SOC-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19865 

Comment ID: N-18858 (Page 2 of 8) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18858 (Page 2 of 8): 

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.      

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis. 

AIR-1: 

The Final EIS has been modified for clarification. 

 

SOC-1

NOI-1

AIR-1
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N.2-19866 

Comment ID: N-18858 (Page 3 of 8) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18858 (Page 3 of 8): 

GEN-2: 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis. 

REC-1: 

All visitor use information is based on the best available data as 
provided by the BLM. Please see Appendix K for more information 
on displaced visitor assumptions. Appendix K explains  that some 
race events may be able to proceed in a reduced or truncated form, or 
be held elsewhere as a weekday event, but for the sake of a 
conservative analysis, it is assumed that no current Johnson Valley 
race events would be held anywhere in the county. 

Estimates for visitor days in the East and South study areas are 
baseline estimates meaning they represent data prior to the 
implementation of the proposed action. 

GEN-2

REC-1
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N.2-19867 

Comment ID: N-18858 (Page 4 of 8) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18858 (Page 4 of 8): 

SOC-2: 

Please see Appendix K for more information on visitor spending 
patterns. 

All visitor use information is based on the best available data as 
provided by the BLM. 

Estimates for visitor days in the East study area are baseline 
estimates meaning they represent data prior to the implementation of 
the proposed action. 

Please see Appendix K for information on assumptions related to 
film industry spending. 

Under Alternative 1, less than 100% of the entire area would be for 
exclusive military use. The EIS states on page 4.3-6 that some 
dispersed use is assumed to continue because a few popular areas 
within the Johnson Valley OHV would remain open to the public. 

Assumptions on where military personnel would live are based on 
current percentages. Clarifying text has been added to the Final EIS. 

Table 4.2-5 shows that 90% of displaced OHV use would be 
expected to continue to use OHV areas within San Bernardino 
County. 

Please see Appendix M of the Final EIS for more information on 
displaced OHV use and some environmental impacts that might be 
expected. 

 REC-1

SOC-2
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N.2-19868 

Comment ID: N-18858 (Page 5 of 8) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18858 (Page 5 of 8): 

SOC-2
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N.2-19869 

Comment ID: N-18858 (Page 6 of 8) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18858 (Page 6 of 8): 

TRANS-1: 

The assumption that all 8,000 Marines would arrive on the same day 
is made in order to provide a worst case scenario, which is required 
under NEPA. 

AIR-2: 

Please see Appendix D for information on estimated percentage of 
sortie time that various aircraft types would normally operate within 
each airspace area while performing MEB Exercise mission 
activities. 

Comment noted. 

AQ-1: 

The statement referred to in your comment is presented as a note to 
Table 4.8-2, which refers to the construction phase that would take 
place prior to any MEB operations. 

NOI-2: 

Comment noted. 

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.     

SOC-2

 

TRANS-1

 

AIR-2

 AQ-1

 
NOI-2
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N.2-19870 

Comment ID: N-18858 (Page 7 of 8) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18858 (Page 7 of 8): 

BIO-1:  

Thank you for your comment. 

As noted in the EIS, a wide range is provided due to the uncertainty 
in estimating desert tortoise density. 

 

NOI-2

 

BIO-1
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N.2-19871 

Comment ID: N-18858 (Page 8 of 8) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18858 (Page 8 of 8): 

GEO-1: 

Please see Section 2.6 of the EIS. Section 2.6 explains that mining 
claim owners would be offered fair market value for their claims or 
be offered reasonable access to their claims. These decisions as to 
which would be offered would be made on a case-by-case basis. 

GEN-3: 

Thank you for your comments. Please see Section 4.13 of the EIS for 
information on Water Resources and Section 4.5 of the EIS for 
information on Visual Resources. 

 

GEO-1

 

GEN-3
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N.2-19872 

Comment ID: N-18859 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18859 (Page 1 of 2): 

Thank you for your comment.  
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N.2-19873 

Comment ID: N-18859 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18859 (Page 2 of 2): 
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N.2-19874 

Comment ID: N-18860  

 

 

Response to Comment N-18860: 

TRN-1: 

Impacts to transportation and circulation under each of the action 
alternatives is contained in Section 4.6 of the EIS. Under the 
proposed action, the Marine Corps would not acquire any County-
maintained roadway; therefore, maintenance of roadways would be 
performed as it is currently.   

As described in the EIS in Section 4.6, mitigation measure TRAN-1 
would be implemented to lessen impacts.  TRAN-1 specifies that the 
Marine Corps would coordinate with the City of Twentynine Palms, 
the County of San Bernardino, and other local authorities to provide 
as much advance notice as possible for the two day per year that 
North Amboy Road would be closed.  In addition, notices would be 
provided to city and county transportation officials and proper 
signage and warnings would be places along nearby travel corridors.     

BIO-1: 

The EIS evaluates impacts to biological resources under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.10).  The EIS concludes that there 
would be a significant impact to desert tortoise under each of the 
action alternatives.  The Marine Corps is currently undergoing 
consultation with the USFWS service in regards to impacts to the 
desert tortoise and other wildlife species. 

 

 
TRN-1

 
BIO-1
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N.2-19875 

Comment ID: N-18861 (Page 1 of 3)  

 

 

Response to Comment N-18861 (Page 1 of 3): 

WAT-1 and WAT-2: 

Section 5.4.13.3 of the EIS acknowledges that Alternative 3 would 
have a” regionally significant impact because it would inhibit Cadiz 
from instituting their Conservation and Storage Project.” The EIS 
also states that the Cadiz project was uncertain and undergoing 
environmental review process.  The EIS has been revised to update 
the Cadiz project description for the Final EIS using the information 
provided by comment letters from Cadiz Inc. and others. These 
revisions are not likely to alter the significance of cumulative 
impacts from Alternative 3. 

WAT-3: 

Section 4.13.4.1 addresses the potential impacts from Alternative 3 
to groundwater quality, and concludes “because of the ongoing 
management and minimization of MC residues at the Combat Center 
and implementation of management and minimization of MC 
residues in the east acquisition area, impacts to surface water quality 
from Alternative 3 MCs would be less than significant.”  The low 
precipitation rate, intermittent receiving surface water bodies, and 
deep groundwater, limits the migration of MC residues and thus the 
potential impacts of use of munitions. 

Chapter 2 has been revised to include a detailed description of the 
current range clearance operations.  In addition, the Navy would 
conduct periodic groundwater sampling of the eastern expansion area 
should Alternative 3 be selected for implementation.  

 

 
WAT-1
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N.2-19876 

Comment ID: N-18861 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18861 (Page 2 of 3): 

GEN-1: 

Impacts to various resource areas from implementation of 
Alternative 3 are discussed in Chapter 4 and 5, including the specific 
impacts mentioned. 

GEN-2: 

Thank you for your comment.  The contact information provided has 
been added to the project mailing list.   

 

WAT-1

WAT-2

 WAT-3

 
GEN-1

 GEN-2
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N.2-19877 

Comment ID: N-18861 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18861 (Page 3 of 3): 

GEN-2
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N.2-19878 

Comment ID: N-18862 (Page 1 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18862 (Page 1 of 9): 

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.   

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 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.   
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N.2-19879 

Comment ID: N-18862 (Page 2 of 9) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18862 (Page 2 of 9): 
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N.2-19880 

Comment ID: N-18862 (Page 3 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18862 (Page 3 of 9): 
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N.2-19881 

Comment ID: N-18862 (Page 4 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18862 (Page 4 of 9): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19882 

Comment ID: N-18862 (Page 5 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18862 (Page 5 of 9): 
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N.2-19883 

Comment ID: N-18862 (Page 6 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18862 (Page 6 of 9): 
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N.2-19884 

Comment ID: N-18862 (Page 7 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18862 (Page 7 of 9): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19885 

Comment ID: N-18862 (Page 8 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18862 (Page 8 of 9): 
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N.2-19886 

Comment ID: N-18862 (Page 9 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18862 (Page 9 of 9): 
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N.2-19887 

Comment ID: N-18863 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18863: 

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. 
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N.2-19888 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 1 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 1 of 12): 

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. 

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 Marine Corps has determined that 
Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted Public  
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N.2-19889 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 2 of 12) 

  
 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 2 of 12): 

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.   
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N.2-19890 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 3 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 3 of 12): 
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N.2-19891 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 4 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 4 of 12): 
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N.2-19892 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 5 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 5 of 12): 
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N.2-19893 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 6 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 6 of 12): 
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N.2-19894 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 7 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 7 of 12): 
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N.2-19895 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 8 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 8 of 12): 
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N.2-19896 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 9 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 9 of 12): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19897 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 10 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 10 of 12): 
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N.2-19898 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 11 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 11 of 12): 
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N.2-19899 

Comment ID: N-18864 (Page 12 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18864 (Page 12 of 12): 
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N.2-19900 

Comment ID: N-18865 (Page 1 of 6) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18865 (Page 1 of 6): 

The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the 
NEPA process.  
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N.2-19901 

Comment ID: N-18865 (Page 2 of 6) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18865 (Page 2 of 6)): 

 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19902 

Comment ID: N-18865 (Page 3 of 6) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18865 (Page 3 of 6): 
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Comment ID: N-18865 (Page 4 of 6) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18865 (Page 4 of 6): 
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N.2-19904 

Comment ID: N-18865 (Page 5 of 6) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18865 (Page 5 of 6): 
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N.2-19905 

Comment ID: N-18865 (Page 6 of 6) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18865 (Page 6 of 6): 
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N.2-19906 

Comment ID: N-18866 (Page 1 of 7) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18866 (Page 1 of 7): 

GEN-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  The contact information provided has 
been added to the project mailing list as requested.  

NEPA-1: 

Section 4.13 addresses the potential impacts on groundwater quality, 
and concludes that because of the ongoing management and 
minimization of Munitions Constituent residues at the Combat 
Center and implementation of management and minimization of 
Munitions Constituent residues in the acquisition area, impacts to 
surface water quality Munitions Constituents would be less than 
significant.  The low precipitation rate, intermittent receiving surface 
water bodies, and deep groundwater, limits the migration of 
Munitions Constituent residues and thus the potential impacts of use 
of munitions. 

Chapter 2 of the EIS has been revised to include a more detailed 
description of the current range clearance operations.  As discussed 
in Section 3.4.2.1, the Marine Corps’ Range Environmental 
Assessment (REVA) program uses an EPA-approved screening 
model for Munitions Constituents in surface and groundwater.  The 
REVA evaluation occurs every 5 years and the first reassessment 
began in October 2010.  Confirmatory sampling will occur if a future 
REVA evaluation indicates there is a source, pathway, and receptor 
with detectable levels of Munitions Constituents.  

 

 

 

 

GEN-1
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N.2-19907 

Comment ID: N-18866 (Page 2 of 7) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18866 (Page 2 of 7): 

WAT-1: 

The well field in the Surprise Spring Basin is in a restricted area 
where maneuvering or live fire is prohibited.  This area is shown in 
Figure 1-6 and Figure 1-12 of the EIS.  The Combat Center has a 
water quality monitoring plan (2009) that evaluated the risks to the 
wells and an on-going water quality monitoring program.  No direct 
live fire or maneuvering in the restricted area is part of any of the 
alternatives.  The restricted area and the water quality monitoring 
program adequately address the protection of the water supply 
drinking wells. 

WAT-2: 

Playas are not Waters of the USA per Swank vs. Cook County; 
therefore, a wetland delineation at the Combat Center is unnecessary.  
Note that a planning level wetland delineation was completed by 
Lichvar and Pringle (USACE) in 1993.  The main features were 
waters of the US, 289 washes and 14 playas were classified as waters 
of the US in that report.   

GEN-1
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N.2-19908 

Comment ID: N-18866 (Page 3 of 7) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18866 (Page 3 of 7): 

WAT-3: 

The impacts to ephemeral streams or intermittent washes are 
discussed on page 4.13-5 in section 4.13.2.1.  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.” 

NEPA-2: 

Thank you for your comment. 

BIO-1: 

Comment noted.  An update on the Section 7 ESA consultation 
process has been included in the EIS, and the conservation measures 
that have been developed during the consultation process are 
described in Section 2.8. 

CR-1: 

Updated information in regards to traditional cultural properties and 
tribal consultation will be added to Section 4.11 of the EIS as 
available.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19909 

Comment ID: N-18866 (Page 4 of 7) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18866 (Page 4 of 7): 

REC-1: 

The specific details on management of the RPAA in regards to 
timing, 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.  Exact timeframes would 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 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-1

 

WAT-1
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N.2-19910 

Comment ID: N-18866 (Page 5 of 7) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18866 (Page 5 of 7): 

 

 

WAT-2

WAT-3



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19911 

Comment ID: N-18866 (Page 6 of 7) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18866 (Page 6 of 7): 

WAT-3

 

NEPA-2

BIO-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19912 

Comment ID: N-18866 (Page 7 of 7) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18866 (Page 7 of 7): 

 

BIO-1

 

CR-1

 

REC-1
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N.2-19913 

Comment ID: N-18867 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18867 (Page 1 of 3): 

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.2-19914 

Comment ID: N-18867 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18867 (Page 2 of 3): 
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N.2-19915 

Comment ID: N-18867 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18867 (Page 3 of 3): 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
 

N.2-19916 

Comment ID: N-18868 (Page 1 of 1) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18868 (Page 1 of 1): 

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.2-19917 

Comment ID: N-18869 (Page 1 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18869 (Page 1 of 10): 

This letter is a duplicate to comment letter N-18729.  Please see 
Comment N-18729 for response to the comment.  
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N.2-19918 

Comment ID: N-18869 (Page 2 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18869 (Page 2 of 10): 
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N.2-19919 

Comment ID: N-18869 (Page 3 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18869 (Page 3 of 10): 
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N.2-19920 

Comment ID: N-18869 (Page 4 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18869 (Page 4 of 10): 
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N.2-19921 

Comment ID: N-18869 (Page 5 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18869 (Page 5 of 10): 
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N.2-19922 

Comment ID: N-18869 (Page 6 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18869 (Page 6 of 10): 
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N.2-19923 

Comment ID: N-18869 (Page 7 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18869 (Page 7 of 10): 
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N.2-19924 

Comment ID: N-18869 (Page 8 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18869 (Page 8 of 10): 
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N.2-19925 

Comment ID: N-18869 (Page 9 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18869 (Page 9 of 10): 
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N.2-19926 

Comment ID: N-18869 (Page 10 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment N-18869 (Page 10 of 10): 
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Comment ID 44 
 
Last Name Holloway 

 
First Name Jack 

 
Comment The southern boundary of the proposed base is only 300-500 feet north 

from many of my families cabins that are occupied several times per year 
and my uncle's home at the northern most portion of Ranch Road, just west 
of Ranch Road. We have owned these cabins and homes for 55 years and 
would hope you would consider the safety implications of your proposed 
boundary so close to our homes/cabins. I would propose moving the 
boundary further north at least 1-2 miles from the northern most cabin off 
of Ranch Road. It appears to be a simple and miniscule adjustment that 
would make all happy and lessen the impact to those of us that frquent the 
cabins with our children and families. Thank you for the input. Jack 
Holloway 

 
Date Comment Received 2/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.   The EIS has considered impacts to adjacent 

land uses in the selection of boundary alignment. As indicated in Section 
2.3.1, for an alternative to be feasible it needs to 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) 

 
Comment ID 45 

 
Last Name Chatterton 

 
First Name Deanne 

 
Comment I have concern for the increased bombing effects on private water well 
 systems. You didn't address any studies on this. 

 
Date Comment Received 2/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The potential for munitions constituents 

(MC) to affect the quality of surface and groundwaters are evaluated in 
Section 4.13 and determined to be less than significant.  The Combat Center 
has a water quality monitoring plan (2009) that evaluated the risks to the 
wells and an on-going water quality monitoring program.  The water quality 
monitoring program adequately addresses the protection of the water supply 
drinking wells and has determined there to be no impacts. 
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N.2-19928 

 
Comment ID 46 

 
Last Name chun 

 
First Name john 

 
Comment I support the Military. I want to sell my Land at $10,000 per acre to the US 

Marines! 
 
Date Comment Received 2/26/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 47 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family uses the Johnson Valley OHV area. As you know, public land 

for OHV use is being reduced at an alarming rate. At the same time I 
understand the need to provide a suitable training facility for our troops. 
Perhaps there could be a compromise such as another nearby area for us to 
recreate. Thanks for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 2/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the trend in availability of 
OHV land. The EIS documents both in Sections 3.2, 4.2, and 5.2 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. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 
several alternative scenarios for implementation of the proposed action 
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.2-19929 

Comment ID 55 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I completely disagree with the US Marines' land grab of the Johnson Valley 

OHV area.  The OHV area has been the Marines target all along and the so 
called "goodwill boundry re-assessment" still encroaches on the original 
boundary, but according to the Marines propaganda, they're do-gooders for 
returning (part) of the lands??? Pleeze!  Their arrogance suggests the land is 
already theirs and the shell game is an instult to all US citizens.  Shame on 
you Marines. I respect your needs for additional training grounds, but you 
must respect the publics needs as well by putting forth a REASONABLE 
alternative.  God bless the USA! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/1/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, 

several alternative scenarios for implementation of the proposed action 
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 56 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I cannot make out any of the maps or legends as they appear too small on 

the screen, so there is little information here that is accessible to me. I 
believe you plan to fly over residential areas. I strongly object to your 
making the peaceful town of 29 Palms and the idyllic Wonder Valley part 
of your training facility. Also, no public meeting in 29 Palms area, I 
noticed. BECAUSE??? 

 
Date Comment Received 3/1/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Your Acrobat Reader program provides the 

capability to zoom in to make the text of the document larger on your 
screen.  You may also need to adjust the resolution of your computer 
screen. If those actions do not solve the problem, printed copies of the 
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document are available for viewing at local libraries as indicated in the 
Federal Register Notice of Availability: 
http://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2011/03/01/2011-4461/notice-of-
public-meetings.  The proposed action alternatives do not involve any 
increase in flying over residential areas and the land areas to be acquired 
would not include the City of Twentynine Palms or the Wonder Valley 
area. A description of all 6 action alternatives is available in Chapter 2 of 
the DEIS. Three public meetings were scheduled during the Draft EIS 
review period (in Joshua Tree, Victorville, and Ontario).  The Joshua Tree 
venue was selected as a central point for residents of the southern Morongo 
Basin between Yucca Valley and the City of Twentynine Palms. 

 
Comment ID 57 

 
Last Name Hendricks 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment Johnson Valley OHV area is irreplaceable and its loss would be devastating 
 to  many four wheeling families, off road businesses and the economy 
 around Johnson Vally. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/1/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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.2-19931 

Comment ID 58 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Comments Related to Johnson Valley Land Acquisition, To whom it may 

concern, Paragraph 2 of section 4.2.7.1 states the following: “With 
implementation of Alternative 6, approximately 146,667 acres (59,354 
hectares) would be acquired within the west study area. Approximately 
82,802 “usable” acres (33,509 hectares) or roughly 44% of the existing 
Johnson Valley OHV Area (189,470 acres [76,676 hectares]) would be 
available for public recreation at least 10 months per year (38,137 acres 
[15,434 hectares] available for 10 months per year and 44,665 acres [18,075 
hectares] available year round) (see Table 4.2-1)”.  The math here appears 
to be incorrect (189,470 minus 146,667 equals 42,803) not 44,665.  As a 
result numbers used throughout this report should be adjusted accordingly.  
A restating of these figures would give a more complete picture of the 
impact of this acquisition.  I suggest the following:  146,667 divided by 
189,470 equals 0.77 or 77% acquired for military use.  38,137 divided by 
189470 equals 0.20 or 20% available for restricted public access.  42,803 
divided by 189470 equals 0.23 or 23% available for unrestricted public 
access.  Twenty three percent (23%) of the current Johnson Valley OHV 
area would remain available for unrestricted public access or would operate 
under the current rules of access and use. Twenty percent (20%) of the 
current JV OHV area would be available 10 months per year for restricted 
public access with requirements for training, vehicle inspections, a permit 
process, and a log in procedure.  Visitors would be expected to follow rules 
and regulations that have not yet been defined and could be prosecuted for 
failing to comply with these yet to be defined requirements.  These entry 
requirements will probably limit the number of users to basically 
participants involved in organized competition.  Most JV OHV users that I 
have encountered are day or recreational enthusiasts and will probably not 
choose to go through this entry requirement for a few hours of riding 
entertainment. In my judgment this acquisition will remove 77% of the 
current JV OHV area for a large percent of OHV enthusiasts.  JV OHV 
offers the enthusiast the largest verity of off road terrain available in 
Southern California. The large verity of off road terrain at JV OHV is the 
feature that makes it the most desirable riding location in this area. I have 
ridden at JV OHV many times and it is the location that I have chosen to 
ride on nearly every off road outing. My judgment of the 23%, remaining 
for unrestricted public access, is that the verity of off road terrain contained 
in this section is greatly reduced. I will probably never consider using the 
20% contained in the restricted public access area due to the hassle involved 
in obtaining entry permission. In conclusion this acquisition will remove JV 
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OHV as the most desirable riding area in Southern California. I for one will 
truly miss this world class OHV asset. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/1/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The values listed in Table 4.2-1 are correct 

and are approximate acreages. As noted in Note #1 under Table 4.2-1, 
“usable” acreage is defined as the total acreage for public recreation, with 
the exception of small non-connecting areas, which for the purposes of this 
analysis are not considered “usable” for public recreation. Also as noted in 
Note #6 under Table 4.2-1, total acquisition in the west study area would be 
146,667 acres, 108,530 would be exclusive military use, and 38,137 acres 
would be available for 10 months per year. Acreage available for at least 10 
months per year = 38,137+44,665= 82,802. Percent of Johnson Valley 
OHV Area available for Recreation = 82,802/189,470 Johnson Valley OHV 
acres = 44%.  The 44,665 acre area of Johnson Valley includes the Cougar 
Buttes and Anderson Dry Lake areas which would not be acquired under 
Alternative 6, and would therefore be available for public recreation 12 
months per year. Additional text has been added to Table 4.2-1 to further 
explain the calculations and approximate acreages of Johnson Valley 
available for recreation under each of the alternatives.  

 
The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the trend in availability of OHV land. The EIS documents 
both in Sections 3.2, 4.2, and 5.2 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 59 

 
Last Name Schiffern 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Include me on the mailing list for updates. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/1/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and interest.  Your contact information has 

been added to the project mailing list.  The Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement and a wide range of other detailed materials about the proposed 
action are available on the project website at 
http://www.marines.mil/unit/29palms/LAS. 
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Comment ID 68 
 
Last Name Deam 

 
First Name Rita 

 
Comment I own 5 acres in landers, ca and cannot sell it,just hoping what ever is going 

to happen happens soon. thank you, Rita Deam 
 
Date Comment Received 3/2/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. According to the timeline available on the 

project website http://www.marines.mil/unit/29palms/LAS, if one of the 
action alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and then 
approved by Congress, the proposed acquisition of non-federal lands would 
occur between 2012 and 2014. 

 
 
Comment ID 69 

 
Last Name ehlers 

 
First Name jayson 

 
Comment Please leave the Johnson Valley open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/2/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 73 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I understand the need for training. I hope if you decide to wipe out the OHV 

in Johnson Valley you will at least consider joint use. I have been camping 
with my father and my sons most of my life in this area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/2/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 
important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation.  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 
live-fire and maneuver objective 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 75 

 
Last Name Smith 

 
First Name Matthew 

 
Comment While I support all of the Armed Forces that give us our freedoms that I 

truly enjoy...I would encourage you to keep and use what you have and not 
disturb what truly is a pristine place to enjoy the outdoors. Dare I say what 
you have done to your current facilities is truly unjust! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/3/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 76 

 
Last Name Berg 

 
First Name Nancy 

 
Comment I am totally against the acquisition of the Johnson Valley OHV area 

whatever the environmental study.  First of all is the impact this acquisition 
would have on the small communities close to the area.  Closing the open 
riding area would drastically impact their economies, and homes.   And the 
area east of the base offers the same kind of terrain without the same result.  
After watching how the Russian military had to return home from 
Afghanistan in defeat,the USA should realize that a ground war is not the 
way to go.  I realize I am no military authority nor have charts and statistics 
to back up my opinion and I am sure the decision has already been made, 
but as a resident of the area I feel the acquisition is not in our best interests.  
Thank You  Nancy Berg 

 
Date Comment Received 3/3/2011 
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Response 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 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.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 77 

 
Last Name Middlebrough 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment My wife and our family have been using the Johnson Valley off road area 

for the last ten years.  We have three daughters and six grandchildren. We 
have a total of 4 RV's and many toys.  We have been part of the Morongo 
Valley Search & Rescue event, King of the Hammers event and we spend 
many holidays in camping in the Johnson Valley area. Our usable public 
lands are dwindling. Public lands are exactly that, public. I am against any 
encroachment by any government agency on this valuable public resource. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/3/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 78 
 
Last Name faulk 

 
First Name jesse 

 
Comment don't take the last and best spot to go rock crawling and once a year the 

most amazing off road race 
 
Date Comment Received 3/3/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  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 live-fire and maneuver 
objective training requirements for a MEB while also providing public 
access to as much of the Johnson Valley area as possible for recreational 
use (including the Hammers area). Please refer to Sections 2.5 and 4.2 of 
the EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 79 

 
Last Name sawyer 

 
First Name brian 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open to off roaders. This is such a wonderful 

open area. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/3/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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. 
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Comment ID 80 
 
Last Name foster 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment The OHV area at Johnson valley is verry important to family as we use it 

every other month for camping, and off roading.  Please keep the Hammers 
open to the public 

 
Date Comment Received 3/3/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective training requirements for a MEB while also providing 
public access to as much of the Johnson Valley area as possible for 
recreational use (including the Hammers area). Please refer to Sections 2.5 
and 4.2 of the EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 81 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an avid outdoor enthusiast I would like to make the comment to keep at 

least the area known as, "The Hammers" accessible during the time of non-
use. With so few areas available for off-road use every sq mile counts and 
this area is very unique in geography that it requires a second look. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/4/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective training requirements for a MEB while also providing 
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public access to as much of the Johnson Valley area as possible for 
recreational use (including the Hammers area). Please refer to Sections 2.5 
and 4.2 of the EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 82 

 
Last Name Rea 

 
First Name Christopher 

 
Comment As a current military member, I can completely understand the necessity of 

having a place to train our Marines. As an avid off-roader, I also understand 
the need to keep what little public lands that are designated for off-road 
use...only for off-road use. In a time where we are constantly losing off-
road areas to "wilderness acts" and other forms of land grabs by 
environmental groups, I feel that the government attempting to aquire what 
little we have left is completely un-acceptable.  I am currently stationed on 
a shore command in Bremerton, WA with the US Navy. In the past 6 
months I have made the drive down to the Johnson Valley OHV area 2 
times and have another 2 trips planned in the next 6 months. It is close to a 
2500 mile round trip drive each time. I have spent thousands of dollars on 
fuel, food, and other necessities to make those trips. While I know I am just 
one person, i would like to think that my contribution to the cities and 
towns (especially given the current economy) would not go un- noticed.  I 
also know of people who travel, multiple times, from different parts of the 
country even further away than me. At the last King of the Hammers Race 
there were multiple teams from the east coast, some from canada, and even 
one team who shipped their vehicle from hawaii to compete. If the marines 
take over the proposed land, the race is all but done for. Think of the impact 
that will have on the small towns of Yucca Valley, Landers, Lucerne, Apple 
Valley, Hesperia, Victorville, and Barstow. Not to mention the economic 
impact on all the cities across the country where people were stopping to 
buy food/fuel/suplies.  also, the impact of condensing the thousands of off-
road enthusiats into a smaller area must be thought about. every year 
environmental groups claim that we off-roaders do more damage than good, 
and while i disageree with their assesment, I feel that their fears will come 
true should the marines take the proposed land. while a majority of off-
roaders are avid "tread lightly" fans, unfortunately when you put the same 
number of people into less than half the space their impact will more than 
likely double. so if the marines get their way, 3-5 years from now we as off-
roaders will have to fight the environmental groups to keep what little the 
government left us.in conclusion, while I fully support the need for the 
military to find an area to adequately train it's soldiers I do NOT support the 
marines expanding the 29 palms base into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I 
do NOT support any "joint use" areas and believe that the marines should 
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either expand the 29 palms base another direction or locate another suitable 
area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/4/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and maneuver 
objective 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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are 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, the Marine Corps considered several alternatives 
for the proposed action. Several alternative scenarios were rejected 
(including conducting MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other Marine Corps 
bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the 
proposed action or were inconsistent with the screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the 
EIS). 

 
 
Comment ID 83 

 
Last Name Hall 

 
First Name Justice 

 
Comment I wanted to make a comment about Johnson valley and what its going to 

mean to the surrounding towns. Johnsons valley is a meca for 4x4. Its 
unique terain is noted by so many people around the world that wheel. I 
know events like KOH bring big revanue but there is people out there every 
weekend. Its a place that familes spend their weekends and enjoy each 
other. On an adverage weekend I spend $500+ on food, gas, ect. On a KOH 
week I spend 3x that. I'm one family that does this, only one but I know 
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there are a lot that do this more than I do. Please think of what you're taking 
from an area that doesn't have that much to offer.  Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 3/4/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 84 

 
Last Name Moxley 

 
First Name Patricia 

 
Comment I am a property owner in 29 Palms and would like to have info on the 

acquisition of land for the military.  Thanks 
 
Date Comment Received 3/4/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and interest.  Your contact information has 

been added to the project mailing list.  The Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement and a wide range of other detailed materials about the proposed 
action are available on the project website at 
http://www.marines.mil/unit/29palms/LAS. 

 
 
Comment ID 85 

 
Last Name Carricaburu 

 
First Name Tony 

 
Comment Please reconsider taking the land known to the off-road & OHV community 
 as the Hammers, aka Means Dry Lake - Johnson Valley. This area is an 
 icon to the off-road enthusiats and losing it would be devistating to not only 
 the off-roaders but the businesses that are a part of the sport. I urge you 
 to be sympathetic to our sport as we are in a never ending battle to keep 
 public land open and the fight is a losing battle. Thank You!! 
 Sincerely, Tony Carricaburu Editor / Manager www.OFFROAD-
 REVIEW.com Online Magazine 
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Date Comment Received 3/4/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 86 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment After working 28 years for the USMC in a senior management position I 

have first hand knowledge on how the Marine Corps approach a land 
request. My years of experience with BRAC and base relocation has taught 
me that the Marine Corps always ask for more than they need! The Marine 
Corps has learned whether it's budget, land, people, equipment or facilities 
you ask for more than you need! Then adjust to the smaller amount that 
they receive! Sadly the Marine Corps is using this approach with Land 
Acquisition Alternative Six. Sharing this land with public will not work. 
Once you use the land for a bombing range the Marine Corps will not let 
the public re-use the land due to "safety reasons".  Unexploded Ordinance 
will prevent civilians for entering the areas! Clearing ranges of unexploded 
ordinance is an ongoing problem for the Marine Corps on all of their 
ranges. Funding, equipment & personnel shortages delay range clean up! 
This has been an issue for Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center 
Twentynine Palms on their other ranges.  As a homeowner in Johnson 
Valley I am against the Marine Corps taking way the largest offroad riding 
area in Calif. (Johnson Valley OHV). The effect on the local communities 
will be devastating; the fragile small businesses will not survive with the 
loss of Johnson Valley OHV. In my opinion illegal offroad riding will 
increase on private property in this area. The Marine Corps needs to 
consider one of the other Alternatives! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/4/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps has determined that 

Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 (all of which provide for Restricted Public Access 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 87 

 
Last Name Bachman 

 
First Name William 

 
Comment As an avid off-roader and frequent user of the Johnson Valley area, in a 

time where we are constantly losing off-road areas to "wilderness acts" and 
other forms of land grabs by environmental groups, I feel that the 
government attempting to aquire what little we have left is completely un-
acceptable.  This area is the Holy Grail for rockcrawling.  At the last King 
of the Hammers Race there were multiple teams from all parts of the US, 
some from Canada, and even one team who shipped their vehicle from 
Hawaii to compete. If the marines take over the proposed land, the race is 
all but done for. Think of the impact that will have on the small towns of 
Yucca Valley, Landers, Lucerne, Apple Valley, Hesperia, Victorville, and 
Barstow. Not to mention the economic impact on all the cities across the 
country where people were stopping to buy food/fuel/suplies.  Also, the 
impact of condensing the thousands of off-road enthusiats into a smaller 
area must be thought about. every year environmental groups claim that we 
off-roaders do more damage than good, and while i disageree with their 
assesment, I feel that their fears will come true should the marines take the 
proposed land. while a majority of off-roaders are avid "tread lightly" fans, 
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unfortunately when you put the same number of people into less than half 
the space their impact will more than likely double. so if the marines get 
their way, 3-5 years from now we as off-roaders will have to fight the 
environmental groups to keep what little the government left us.  In 
conclusion, while I fully support the need for the military to find an area to 
adequately train it's soldiers I do NOT support the marines expanding the 
29 palms base into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I do NOT support any 
"joint use" areas and believe that the marines should either expand the 29 
palms base another direction or locate another suitable area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/5/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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, Impacts on 
recreation.   

 
The EIS also evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are 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, the Marine Corps considered several alternatives 
for the proposed action. Several alternative scenarios were rejected 
(including conducting MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other Marine Corps 
bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the 
proposed action or were inconsistent with the screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition. In addition to the purpose and 
need for the proposed action, the Marine Corps considered fiscal, training, 
and environmental constraints associated with all of the suggestions from 
the public. 
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Comment ID 88 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please address how the base realigned boundries will be marked and fenced 

where private property is next to new base property.  How will buffer zones 
be developed between active training areas and nearby off base private 
property? 

 
Date Comment Received 3/6/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps has developed a variety of 

proposed measures to identify the boundary, including signage and public 
information and outreach campaigns. EIS Section 2.5.3 states "Significant 
and durable signage would be placed at all known and likely access points 
to the RPAA (as well as the exclusive military use area for Alternative 6) to 
ensure the public would be informed that the area they are entering is a 
military training area and that there are restrictions on public use. Signs 
would also be staggered across the boundary lines at an acceptable interval 
to make it difficult for anyone to actually enter the RPAA (and especially 
the exclusive military use area in the case of Alternative 6) without having 
seen a sign.  For all action alternatives, a minimum of a 1,000 foot buffer 
between the property boundary and any training activities would be 
maintained as is currently done with the existing installation boundary." 

 
Comment ID 89 

 
Last Name Clark 

 
First Name Gary L 

 
Comment I served my country, while in the Navy, during Vietnam and now you want 

to STEAL my land. Johnson Valley belongs to US the American public. 
What are you going to come after next? I just came back from a gathering 
for Offroaders in the desert called Tierra Del Sol. We honored the men and 
women, in service to this country, with a special raffle drawing. I think you 
will find no more country loving military backing bunch of folks than the 
offroading community. Thanks for nothing. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/6/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
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acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 90 

 
Last Name Olson 

 
First Name Mariam 

 
Comment you talk about Johnson Valley/wondervallei/sheepholepass..saying 

sheephole pass being west...why aren't you including the desert heights as 
part of southward? living here and being rattled out of bed from 
bombs...gets real nervey..i wonder at times if the plains..helichoppers, 
aswell as the war playing will hit me and my house..I think you should buy 
our land from lear to poleline as well..all the cracks i have in my house 
since your war games started..I feel has lowered the vaule of my property... 

 
Date Comment Received 3/7/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The  EIS has been revised to include 

reference to the community of Desert Heights located south of the south 
study area.  Furthermore, analysis of impacts has been expanded as needed 
in the various resource area discussion related to impacts to lands adjacent 
to the south study area. The EIS acknowledges potential impacts to property 
values due to increased noise and  proximity to military operating areas (see 
Section 4.3 of the EIS).    

 
Comment ID 91 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment While I fully support our USMC and would like for them to acheive proper 

training, I wish to ask that the Johnson Valley area be left alone for the off 
road community. More and more areas of the U.S. public lands are being 
closed leaving us less and less area to enjoy our recreation. There are 
hundreds of thousands of acres of open desert land within, CA, NV, AZ, 
UT and TX. Please condsier those areas. I would also suggest using desert 
land near the Mexico border, this would also help to keep the Mexican drug 
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cartels out of our land and from killing our people and will let us have our 
land back.  Thank you for your consideration.  Sincerely,  Matthew D. 
Fellows 

 
Date Comment Received 3/7/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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, impacts on 
recreation.  

 
As discussed in Section 2.7, the Marine Corps considered several 
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 92 

 
Last Name Moore 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment I do not support the expansion of 29 palms by overtaking the public lands 

known as Johnson Valley, or labeling it a joint use area.  I travel to Johnson 
Valley twice a year to recreate on trails and natural obstacles which are not 
open to the public anywhere else.  Too many public lands are not accessible 
because they're scooped up into wilderness acts or shut down completely 
for the benefit of the environment. Keep our public lands accessible to the 
public. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/7/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 93 

 
Last Name Johnson 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment I appreciate the opportunity to comment on the proposal to expand the 29 

Palms area into the current Johnson Valley OHV area. Although I 
understand the need to properly train our Military I do not support the 
proposal to use the proposed area for this purpose. I travel from Idaho to 
visit Johnson Valley. It is a unique area not rivaled anywhere I have 
traveled for OHV recreation. My last trip there was February of 2011 and I 
was amazed at how well the area has been taken care of. I see a very 
sustainable future for this area with OHV use! I do not support any mixed 
use alternatives either. I would like to see the Marines go a different 
direction or find an alternate location all together. I urge you to allow the 
public the use of this area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/7/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 94 

 
Last Name OLSON 

 
First Name MARIAM 

 
Comment JOHNSON VALLEY, WONDER VALLEY, TO SHEEPHOLE PASS, 

THIS WHAT AREA'S THAT WAS METIONED IN THE PAPER, 
WHICH IS ALL GOOD. I LIVE IN DERSERT HEIGHTS, JUST SOUTH, 
WHERE YOUR PLANES, HEILCHPPERS, ARE. SINCE, THE 
BOMBING STARTED, ALONG WITH THE PLANES, AND 
HELICHOPPERS FLYING OVER MY PROPERTY, ESPICALLY THE 
BOMBING MY HOUSE AS INDURE CRACKS IN MY WALLS ALL 
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OVER MY HOUSE, WHICH IN MY OPION, HAS LOWERED MY 
PROPERTY'S VALUE..SOMETIMES I WONDER IF MY PLACE AND I 
WILL END UP BEING PART OF OOPS BOMBING...IT IS SCARY AT 
TIMES. I WAS WONDERING WHY YOU HAVEN'T OFFER BUYING 
THE LAND FROM LEAR AVE., AND POLELINE, TO MORONGO RD 

 
Date Comment Received 3/8/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The EIS acknowledges potential impacts to 

property values due to increased noise and  proximity to military operating 
areas (see Section 4.3 of the EIS).  The Department of Navy acquires the 
minimum land necessary to meet its mission requirement, and to minimize 
impacts on local tax bases.  As discussed in Section 2.2, the Marine Corps 
is proposing to acquire the minimum lands necessary to conduct large-scale 
MEB exercises involving three battalion task forces .  The land that you 
suggest be purchased would not benefit a large scale MEB exercise as 
described in Section 2 of the DEIS.  Moreover, much of that land is 
privately owned and the Marine Corps is trying to minimize the amount of 
private property that it acquires. 

 
Comment ID 95 

 
Last Name OLSON 

 
First Name MARIAM 

 
Comment I hope that there will be a offer on the table in te near future where you 

planes and all are...I am glad that we have the marines here doing their was 
games I realize that you Marines need this practice in order to keep 
America safe....thankyou 

 
Date Comment Received 3/8/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 96 

 
Last Name Winget 
 
First Name Sam 

 
Comment I believe that public lands should remain open to the public. Leave Johson 
 Valley to the community. 
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Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 97 

 
Last Name Long 

 
First Name Matt 

 
Comment I am not a local to the Johnson Valley area. I have been there 3 times, all for 

the King of the Hammers race. On each trip I have made it a point to do all 
my shopping as close to Johnson Valley as I can, spending over a $1000 on 
each trip. I am one of 10,000+ people who were at the king of the hammers 
events over the last 3 years. If Johnson valley goes away so will King of the 
Hammers, so will hundreds of thousands of dollars being spent, all taxable, 
all responsible, all for the love of the outdoors and freedoms our forefathers 
left other countries to pursue here. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the local 
economy in the Johnson Valley area.  The EIS evaluates socioeconomic 
impacts under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in 
the EIS, there is likely to be a direct impact on individual small business 
that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and direct 
regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 98 

 
Last Name Thrash 

 
First Name Kevin 

 
Comment Please keep public land PUBLIC 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 99 

 
Last Name Gromicko 

 
First Name Nikolai 

 
Comment Coming from a military family, I understand the Marine's need to to train 

and to have an area large enough to do so. However, Johnson Valley OHV 
is one of the few places left in the country where off roaders can truly get 
out and wheel or ride, and considering that the off road community has 
been losing land yearly due to government and environmentalist land grabs, 
it just hurts to see that the Marines wish to do so as well. I've travelled twice 
now from CO to CA for the specific purpose of going to Johnson Valley to 
camp and off road, and I already have another trip planned for next year for 
the King of the Hammers race in February. I know of so many people that 
absolutely love this area, and the race itself has become a HUGE deal in the 
past couple years. It is now the top race to be in in the rock racing world, 
with this year's race drawing over 15000 people from around the globe. I 
personally know of many people from the east coast, Alaska, even Australia 
who made the trip to Johnson Valley for the King of the Hammers this year.  
Also, the impact of condensing the thousands of off- road enthusiats into a 
smaller area must be thought about. Every year environmental groups claim 
that we off-roaders do more damage than good, and while i disageree with 
their assessment, I feel that their fears will come true should the marines 
take the proposed land. While a majority of off-roaders are avid "tread 
lightly" fans, unfortunately when you put the same number of people into 
less than half the space their impact will more than likely double. So if the 
marines get their way, we as off roaders will have to fight the 
environmental groups to keep what little the government left us. In 
conclusion, while I fully support the need for the military to find an area to 
adequately train it's soldiers I do NOT support the marines expanding the 
29 palms base into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I do NOT support any 
"joint use" areas and believe that the marines should either expand the 29 
palms base another direction or locate another suitable area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 
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led to the development of project alternatives (e.g., Alternatives 4, 5, and 6) 
that would enable the Marine Corps to meet the live-fire and maneuver 
objective 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 100 

 
Last Name White 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment I feel it is wrong to take land away from the public when you are closing 

other bases as it is. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 101 

 
Last Name Jacobs 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment The concept of sharing land for recreational and military use is done in 

Michigan, and allows for more recreational opportunities while maintaining 
required training grounds. I believe it is a good compromise between user 
groups, especially with the continuous closing of recreational areas without 
new alternatives being provided.  I have reviewed the EIS Plan 6 and I was 
hopeful that  a good balance had been worked out, until I saw an overlay of 
the land that would remain open part time. Although some of the 
recreational area would remain open part-time, a large chunk of the land 
would be gated off from recreational use.  Based on this, I would like to 
voice my opposition to this plan without revisions to allow more of the area 
to be open part time.  If this is not possible, then an alternate area should be 
opened to allow public use. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
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to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 102 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please respect the fact that our public land are endlessly being taken from 

us.  The Johnston Vally OHV area is a very important piece of land for us 
OHV users to access. I don't feel it is the right of the Military (no matter 
how much I support you in other ways) to take our public lands we so 
desperatly need. PLEASE PLEASE PLEASE reconsider your area of need. 
Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 103 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Would like to know more 
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Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment and interest. The Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement and a wide range of other detailed materials about the proposed 
action are available on the project website at 
http://www.marines.mil/unit/29palms/LAS. 

 
 
Comment ID 105 
 
Last Name genaw 

 
First Name aric 

 
Comment please keep public lands public.  the military and federal government do not 

have any need to expand to this area.  quit wasting money and put the 
country back to work. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 106 

 
Last Name A 

 
First Name G 

 
Comment Please do not expand and take our public lands. Johnson Valley is the best 

rock crawling in the country. If you close this land to public use the local 
cities and county's will lose valuable revenue from the off highway 
recreation vehicle users.  Regards. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 
important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost sales and 
tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 107 

 
Last Name Cahill 

 
First Name Justin 

 
Comment I would like to keep this short and simple.  Public use of public land is 

becoming more and more rare.  Johnson Valley has been the home of King 
of the Hammers race since 2007 and has entertained the off highway 
vehicle community since its first discovery.  The expansion of 29 Palms 
will close a large part of the greatest OHV land in America.  I moved to the 
west coast for just this reason.  The east coast has been littered with 
trail/land closings since I was able to par take in this OHV community.  
Please keep the land open for OHV use.  My friends and family enjoy this 
land at least twice a year. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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. 
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Comment ID 108 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To whom it may concern:  I am a patriotic American and an off-road 

vehicle enthusiast.  I support the need for America's fighting men and 
women to have realistic training areas.  However, I DO NOT support the 
acquisition of the Johnson Valley OHV area for our Marines to train.  
Multiple-use recreation has been constantly attacked by environmental 
groups, and we have been forced into ever smaller and smaller areas.  
Johnson Valley OHV area is THE premier OHV area in the entire country. 
Its closure to off-road use is unacceptable. The military has the ability to 
take nearly any area necessary for training 'please select another area.  I 
travel to the Johnson Valley OHV area annually, and spend thousands of 
dollars of my hard-earned money each trip. When several tens of thousands 
of people visit the area each year for rockcrawling, mining, desert racing, 
motorcycle racing, and camping in the desert with their families, the impact 
of our use is beneficial to every community along the way when we stop to 
stock up on food, fuel, snacks, parts, etc. The economic impact of this 
closure to the nearby California communities Yucca Valley, Landers, 
Lucerne, Apple Valley, Hesperia, Victorville, and Barstow will be terrible.  
Finally, just as has happened when environmentalists have closed our trails, 
responsible off- road enthusiasts are forced onto ever smaller areas, and 
even though we go to great lengths to Tread Lightly and minimize our 
impact on the environment, our impact is cumulative. The vast majority of 
us are patriotic supporters of our armed forces' please o not take so much 
from some of your biggest advocates.  I am in full support of a realistic 
training area for the Marines. I am in full opposition of using THIS area to 
train Marines.  This is far from a “not in my backyard plea”. Please do 
come to Montana to train. I am certain there are lands here similar to 
Afghanistan. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective training requirements for a MEB while also providing 
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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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are 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, the Marine Corps considered several alternatives 
for the proposed action. Several alternative scenarios were rejected 
(including conducting MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other Marine Corps 
bases or locations in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of and 
need for the proposed action or were inconsistent with the screening criteria 
for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of 
the EIS). 

 
 
Comment ID 109 

 
Last Name Lovell 

 
First Name Roger 

 
Comment I live in Colorado Springs, Colorado; home of the Air Force Academy, Ft. 

Carson and Shriever Air Force base. I am familiar with the military and 
support military efforts whole heartily. A good portion of my disposable 
income is obtained directly from the local military. I am proud of my 
county and pound to be an American where I live free. My proudest day yet 
as a new farther was the day my 4 year son came home and recited the 
pledge of allegiance, with the words under god. As an American I take full 
advantages of the freedoms I have. One of greatest prides is public land. 
You may ask why would a Colorado native be concerned about public lands 
in California? In the past 5 years I have made 5 trips to Johnson Valley 
California to recreate at the “Hammers”.  This piece of ground has a special 
part in my heart and I firmly believe this land must remain public. I support 
the military and fully understand the need for land to practice on. Locally 
Ft. Carson is trying to expand on to private land and literally take the land 
from families that have been on the land for generations. This is too much. 
Our military needs to learn to work more with the communities they serve. 
This is not a case of “not in my backyard”; this is a case of one American 
standing up for what he believes in. Please take a minute to think about the 
intent of “public lands” and consider what it does to not only communities 
but the individuals that use these lands when the land is taken away.  It's 
time for this stop, and you can help. Keep our public lands public! 
Sincerely Roger Lovell 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective training requirements for a MEB while also providing 
public access to as much of the Johnson Valley area as possible for 
recreational use (including the Hammers area). Please refer to Sections 2.5 
and 4.2 of the EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 110 

 
Last Name Ellinger 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment I would really like to see this dropped, and leave Johnson Valley as an open 

OHV area.  There are increasingly fewer areas for outdoor recreation, of 
any type.  I spend a week in this area every year, more if I can.  This 
provides tax money to the state, as well as many local businesses from 
myself, and many many others that travel thousands of miles to enjoy this 
space.  Folks travel from the East coast, and can't even believe the amount 
of area so open to enjoying, instead of paved.  This area has been a major 
contributor to the development, and very existence of Rock Crawling, even 
on a much greater scale than the Rubicon Trail!  Closing this area off from 
the people of the USA, will have a very detrimental effect on many local 
businesses, CA state tax revenue, as well as companies all over the country.  
We are out in Colorado, and a significant part of our business goes to 
people who enjoy this area yearly, if not monthly!  I hate to try an fathom 
the way this business would look should this area be taken from our 
citizens.  Another thought folks have mentioned to me, is what about all the 
vacant land in Nevada that is adjacent current bases, yet not enjoyed by 
anyone currently?  We've been fighting every attack on this sport, and every 
attack on outdoor recreation for years, from the folks who want no one to 
step on dirt, and now our own military is trying to take it away. I always 
thought the military was supposed to help the people in this country have a 
better life, a more joy filled live. Taking this land from the citizen will 
cause many thousands if not hundreds of thousands of folks to have much 
less joyful lives. We all know no one can work all the time, and this area is 
where so many go to enjoy themselves on the weekends, and take weeks off 
from work to enjoy this land. Please leave Johnson Valley to the citizens, 
and look elsewhere for a less offensive piece of land to use for the training. 
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Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are 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, the Marine Corps considered several alternatives 
for the proposed action. Several alternative scenarios were rejected 
(including conducting MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other Marine Corps 
bases or locations in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of and 
need for the proposed action or were inconsistent with the screening criteria 
for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of 
the EIS). 

 
 
Comment ID 111 

 
Last Name Scherer 

 
First Name Jason 

 
Comment As a family that enjoys recreation on our public lands, I urge you to 

consider the limited resources for the US citizens to have available. Johnson 
Valley is a unique area that is not replaceable for us who have come to love 
the area. We like watching you fly, why can't we all use the land at the 
same time? It's not like the ammo really needs to be live rounds to be good 
training. Thanks! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount of land within Johnson Valley 
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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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 112 
 
Last Name Johnson 

 
First Name Bobby 

 
Comment I understand that the Marines need new / more realistic / bigger training 

grounds.  I support the need.  Just not here.  Not in Johnson Valley.  It 
seems OHV recreation is always under attack.  More areas are closed every 
year. Johnson Valley is the premier OHV area in the entire country.  Its 
closure to use is unacceptable.  Please find another area.  I've been to 
Johnson Valley once.  I plan on visiting many more times.  There are many 
other users like me, out of state or not that recreate at Johnson Valley.  We 
spend our money in the local economy.  The impact on towns in the area 
will be terrible.  I support the Marines finding a realistic training area.  I do 
not support the use of this area by the marines.  I don't support any "joint 
use."  Please find another area to train. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are 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, the Marine Corps considered several alternatives 
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for the proposed action. Several alternative scenarios were rejected 
(including conducting MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other Marine Corps 
bases or locations in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of and 
need for the proposed action or were inconsistent with the screening criteria 
for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of 
the EIS). 

 
 
Comment ID 113 
 
Last Name gowans 

 
First Name tyler 

 
Comment As a current military member, I can completely understand the necessity of 

having a place to train our Marines. As an avid off-roader, I also understand 
the need to keep what little public lands that are designated for off-road 
use...only for off-road use. In a time where we are constantly losing off-
road areas to "wilderness acts" and other forms of land grabs by 
environmental groups, I feel that the government attempting to aquire what 
little we have left is completely un-acceptable.  I am currently stationed on 
a shore command in Bremerton, WA with the US Navy. In the past 6 
months I have made the drive down to the Johnson Valley OHV area 2 
times and have another 2 trips planned in the next 6 months. It is close to a 
2500 mile round trip drive each time. I have spent thousands of dollars on 
fuel, food, and other necessities to make those trips. While I know I am just 
one person, i would like to think that my contribution to the cities and 
towns (especially given the current economy) would not go un- noticed.  I 
also know of people who travel, multiple times, from different parts of the 
country even further away than me. At the last King of the Hammers Race 
there were multiple teams from the east coast, some from canada, and even 
one team who shipped their vehicle from hawaii to compete. If the marines 
take over the proposed land, the race is all but done for. Think of the impact 
that will have on the small towns of Yucca Valley, Landers, Lucerne, Apple 
Valley, Hesperia, Victorville, and Barstow. Not to mention the economic 
impact on all the cities across the country where people were stopping to 
buy food/fuel/suplies.  also, the impact of condensing the thousands of off-
road enthusiats into a smaller area must be thought about. every year 
environmental groups claim that we off- roaders do more damage than 
good, and while i disageree with their assesment, I feel that their fears will 
come true should the marines take the proposed land. while a majority of 
off-roaders are avid "tread lightly" fans, unfortunately when you put the 
same number of people into less than half the space their impact will more 
than likely double. so if the marines get their way, 3-5 years from now we 
as off-roaders will have to fight the environmental groups to keep what 
little the government left us.  in conclusion, while I fully support the need 
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for the military to find an area to adequately train it's soldiers I do NOT 
support the marines expanding the 29 palms base into the Johnson Valley 
OHV area. I do NOT support any "joint use" areas and believe that the 
marines should either expand the 29 palms base another direction or locate 
another suitable area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are 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, 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 114 

 
Last Name Denard 

 
First Name Justin 

 
Comment Public lands should REMAIN PUBLIC. As much as I think our troops need 

the ability to train, I also believe the American citizen should also be able to 
enjoy any and ALL public land available to him or her. Shutting down this 
land for non-public use would further enfore the feelings that many have 
that the government is getting further and further out of touch with the 
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average American citizen's thoughts and feelings. Please let this land 
remain PUBLIC so people can continue to enjoy this land for many years to 
come. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 115 

 
Last Name Ferravanti Jr. 

 
First Name Gary 

 
Comment To Whom it may concern-I firmly support our Armed Forces in every 

aspect.  If it was not for them we would not have the Freedom to do any of 
this. However with our freedom we have public land that we the people will 
not be able to use. That makes no sense to me why don't they find another 
area. It would be much easier for them to find another area somewhere else 
than it would be for the off-road community as all of our favorite spots are 
becoming Wilderness Area. What about are children, what will they do? Get 
involved in something else they can't do with their family (video games, 
computers, gangs, etc..). What about the Economy I know I have brought a 
ton of Revenue in to the surrounding area of Johnson Valley, but most of all 
when is it going to stop.  If they acquire this area they will want more, I am 
sure of that, and next thing you know it will all be gone.  We can't afford to 
lose anymore recreational areas. What if the Marines just used the area for 6 
mos out of the year, and the public has it the other 6 mos, I know there can 
be a compromise somewhere, whether or not they choose to compromise is 
beyond me. I have been involved in off-road activities for more than 25 
years with my father, and what will the next generations do when there is no 
more public land that we as the TAX PAYER give our hard earned money 
for. It seems like all the government and other agencies want to do is use 
our money to put up more fences, and just close off all access for the people 
who pay for it. this closure will only hurt the economy, and last I saw the 
Marines were kicking ass as usual with the current training excercises so I 
see no need for them to acquire this PUBLIC LAND.This is just my opinion 
of this whole situation. 
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Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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.  

 
As discussed in Section 2.7, the Marine Corps considered several 
alternatives for the proposed action. Several alternative scenarios were 
rejected (including conducting MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other 
Marine Corps bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of 
and need for the proposed action or were inconsistent with the screening 
criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition. In addition to the 
purpose and need for the proposed action, the Marine Corps considered 
fiscal, training, and environmental constraints associated with all of the 
suggestions from the public. 

 
 
Comment ID 116 

 
Last Name Athorp 

 
First Name Jesse 

 
Comment By reducing the size of the Johnson Valley OHV area, and constricting the 

dates that it is open to the public, it reduces the draw of tourist dollars, 
specifically mine- Tolls, fuel, lodging, miscellaneous purchases and the 
Non-Resident OHV permit. Every time that I have to write one of these 
letters typically gives me a reason to think of traveling elsewhere in the 
western United states.  Reducing Legal Public areas for OHV use, among 
other outdoor activities only puts greater stress on the remaining areas.  
While I understand that the Marines need more room for live fire exercises, 
The surely do not need all of the Johnson Valley areas that they requested 
all the time; Would it be possible for the areas that are currently public 
domain to remain that way most of the time?  Can the USMC and John Q 
Outdoorsman not share the same space?  If this issue is about airspace, Im 
quite sure that most of the users in the JV area wont mind High speed 
flyovers, In fact, If they're like I am, They would probably enjoy it.  I am in 
full support of the USMC's need to train.  I do not support them in this 
attempt to acquire an enormous part of the Johnson Valley and take it from 
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the public for good.  Please do not take this area away from the people of 
California, and the United States.  Come to Maine. I am sure that there is 
enough uninhabited land here that can be used for exercises. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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.  

 
During the scoping process, a number of public suggestions for alternatives 
were raised. As discussed in Section 2.7, several alternative scenarios were 
rejected because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or were inconsistent with the screening criteria for identifying 
suitable lands for acquisition. Unfortunately, the suggested alternative land 
acquisition does not meet the screening criteria outlined in Section 2.3.1. 

 
 
Comment ID 117 

 
Last Name Zeilinger 

 
First Name Ryan 

 
Comment As an avid off-roader, I also understand the need to keep what little public 

lands that are designated for off-road use...only for off-road use. In a time 
where we are constantly losing off-road areas to "wilderness acts" and other 
forms of land grabs by environmental groups, I feel that the government 
attempting to aquire what little we have left is completely un-acceptable.  
That is all it seems is that the government takes and takes.  Let public land 
be public for the people and not take it all away. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 
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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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 118 

 
Last Name Hauser 

 
First Name Christopher 

 
Comment To whom it may concern:  I am a patriotic American and an off-road 

vehicle enthusiast. I support the need for America's fighting men and 
women to have realistic training areas. However, I DO NOT support the 
acquisition of the Johnson Valley OHV area for our Marines to train.  
Multiple-use recreation has been constantly attacked by environmental 
groups, and we have been forced into ever smaller and smaller areas. 
Johnson Valley OHV area is THE premier OHV area in the entire country. 
Its closure to off-road use is unacceptable. The military has the ability to 
take nearly any area necessary for training' please select another area.  
When several tens of thousands of people visit the area each year for rock 
crawling, mining, desert racing, motorcycle racing, and camping in the 
desert with their families, the impact of our use is beneficial to every 
community along the way when we stop to stock up on food, fuel, snacks, 
parts, etc. The economic impact of this closure to the nearby California 
communities Yucca Valley, Landers, Lucerne, Apple Valley, Hesperia, 
Victorville, and Barstow will be terrible.  Finally, just as has happened 
when environmentalists have closed our trails, responsible off-road 
enthusiasts are forced onto ever smaller areas, and even though we go to 
great lengths to Tread Lightly and minimize our impact on the environment, 
our impact is cumulative. The vast majority of us are patriotic supporters of 
our armed forces'please do not take so much from some of your biggest 
advocates.  I am in full support of a realistic training area for the Marines. I 
am in full opposition of using THIS 
area to train Marines. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 
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4, 5, and 6) that would enable the Marine Corps to meet the live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost sales and 
tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 119 
 
Last Name VanPetten 

 
First Name Karl 

 
Comment To whom it may concern:  I am Active Duty US Navy an off-road vehicle 

enthusiast. I support the need for America's fighting men and women to 
have realistic training areas. However, I DO NOT support the acquisition of 
the Johnson Valley OHV area for our Marines to train.  Multiple-use 
recreation has been constantly attacked by environmental groups, and we 
have been forced into ever smaller and smaller areas. Johnson Valley OHV 
area is THE premier OHV area in the entire country. Its closure to off-road 
use is unacceptable. The military has the ability to take nearly any area 
necessary for training. Please select another area.  I travel to the Johnson 
Valley OHV area annually, and spend thousands of dollars of my hard-
earned money each trip. When several tens of thousands of people visit the 
area each year for rockcrawling, mining, desert racing, motorcycle racing, 
and camping in the desert with their families, the impact of our use is 
beneficial to every community along the way when we stop to stock up on 
food, fuel, snacks, parts, etc. The economic impact of this closure to the 
nearby California communities Yucca Valley, Landers, Lucerne, Apple 
Valley, Hesperia, Victorville, and Barstow will be terrible.  Finally, just as 
has happened when environmentalists have closed our trails, responsible 
off- road enthusiasts are forced onto ever smaller areas, and even though we 
go to great lengths to Tread Lightly and minimize our impact on the 
environment, our impact is cumulative. The vast majority of us are patriotic 
supporters of our armed forces' please do not take so much from some of 
your biggest advocates.  I am in full support of a realistic training area for 
the Marines. I am in full opposition of using THIS area to train Marines.  
This is far from a “not in my backyard plea”. Please do come to 
Washington State to train. I am certain there are lands here similar to 
Afghanistan. 
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Date Comment Received 3/9/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are 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 scoping process, a number of public suggestions for alternatives 
were raised. As discussed in Section 2.7, several alternative scenarios were 
rejected because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed 
action or were inconsistent with the screening criteria for identifying 
suitable lands for acquisition. Unfortunately, the suggested alternative land 
acquisition does not meet the screening criteria outlined in Section 2.3.1. 

 
 
Comment ID 120 

 
Last Name Johnson 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment Keep public lands open! Theres no sense in destroying what many people 

have a strong passion for by cutting off access to the best offroad area 
America has to offer 

 
Date Comment Received 3/10/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective training requirements for a MEB while also providing 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 121 

 
Last Name Tuttle 

 
First Name Cal 

 
Comment I am completely against the acquisition of the Johnson Valley BLM land for 

training use by 29 Palms.  I fully understand the need to train our military 
with modern weapons and tactics, but Johnson Valley is the biggest and 
most popular patch of desert terrain designated multi-use in the nation - 
there is nothing to replace it for the public if taken for training use.   This 
acquisition would displace tens of thousands of US Citizens looking for 
recreation, yearly – and have serious negative economic fallout on local 
communities from Yucca Valley to Barstow.   There are equally viable 
training grounds in far less populated areas of both Nevada and Utah 
available to the US military - their only drawback being they do not have 
the misfortune of an adjacent marine base. Please continue looking 
elsewhere for training ground - the loss of Johnson Valley to the US Public 
will not be justified by the value military training brings. Cal Tuttle  
Fullerton, CA 

 
Date Comment Received 3/10/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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.  

 
Thank you for your suggested alternative land acquisition.  As discussed in 
Section 2.7, several alternative scenarios were rejected because they did not 
meet the purpose of and need for the proposed action or were inconsistent 
with the screening criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition. 
Unfortunately, the suggested alternative land acquisition does not meet the 
screening criteria outlined in Section 2.3.1. 
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Comment ID 122 
 
Last Name Osburn 

 
First Name Eric 

 
Comment I do NOT support the Marine's use of Johnson Valley. They will pollute the 

air and damage the natural beauty of the area. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/10/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 123 

 
Last Name Angell 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment I truly appreciate and support all of the service men and women that are the 

reason we have our freedom in this great country.  However I feel that 
public land should be open to the public.  Please do not move west into the 
Johnson Valley Recreation area with the 29 Palms Marine Base.  Thank 
You  Scott Angell 

 
Date Comment Received 3/10/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 124 

 
Last Name Weber 

 
First Name Jesse 

 
Comment As a former active duty military member, I can completely understand the 

necessity of having a place to train our Marines. As an avid off-roader, I 
also understand the need to keep what little public lands that are designated 
for off- road use...only for off-road use. In a time where we are constantly 
losing off- road areas to "wilderness acts" and other forms of land grabs by 
environmental groups, I feel that the government attempting to aquire what 
little we have left is completely un-acceptable.  I know of people who 
travel, multiple times, from different parts of the country even further away 
than me. At the last King of the Hammers Race there were multiple teams 
from the east coast, some from canada, and even one team who shipped 
their vehicle from hawaii to compete. If the marines take over the proposed 
land, the race is all but done for. Think of the impact that will have on the 
small towns of Yucca Valley, Landers, Lucerne, Apple Valley, Hesperia, 
Victorville, and Barstow. Not to mention the economic impact on all the 
cities across the country where people were stopping to buy 
food/fuel/suplies.  also, the impact of condensing the thousands of off-road 
enthusiats into a smaller area must be thought about. every year 
environmental groups claim that we off-roaders do more damage than good, 
and while i disageree with their assesment, I feel that their fears will come 
true should the marines take the proposed land. while a majority of off-
roaders are avid "tread lightly" fans, unfortunately when you put the same 
number of people into less than half the space their impact will more than 
likely double. so if the marines get their way, 3-5 years from now we as off-
roaders will have to fight the environmental groups to keep what little the 
government left us. in conclusion, while I fully support the need for the 
military to find an area to adequately train it's soldiers I do NOT support the 
marines expanding the 29 palms base into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I 
do NOT support any "joint use" areas and believe that the marines should 
either expand the 29 palms base another direction or locate another suitable 
area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/10/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 
important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are 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, the Marine Corps considered several alternatives 
for the proposed action. Several alternative scenarios were rejected 
(including conducting MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other Marine Corps 
bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the 
proposed action or were inconsistent with the screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition. 

 
 
Comment ID 125 

 
Last Name Morrison 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment while I fully support the need for the military to find an area to adequately 

train it's soldiers I do NOT support the marines expanding the 29 palms 
base into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I do NOT support any "joint use" 
areas and believe that the marines should either expand the 29 palms base 
another direction or locate another suitable area 

 
Date Comment Received 3/10/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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 126 
 
Last Name Morrison 

 
First Name Randy 

 
Comment while I fully support the need for the military to find an area to adequately 

train it's soldiers I do NOT support the marines expanding the 29 palms 
base into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I do NOT support any "joint use" 
areas and believe that the marines should either expand the 29 palms base 
another direction or locate another suitable area 

 
Date Comment Received 3/10/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 127 

 
Last Name Morrison 

 
First Name Linda 

 
Comment while I fully support the need for the military to find an area to adequately 

train it's soldiers I do NOT support the marines expanding the 29 palms 
base into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I do NOT support any "joint use" 
areas and believe that the marines should either expand the 29 palms base 
another direction or locate another suitable area 

 
Date Comment Received 3/10/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

making process.  This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will 
be evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  
Ultimately, 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 128 
 
Last Name Morrison 

 
First Name Eric 

 
Comment while I fully support the need for the military to find an area to adequately 

train it's soldiers I do NOT support the marines expanding the 29 palms base 
into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I do NOT support any "joint use" areas 
and believe that the marines should either expand the 29 palms base another 
direction or locate another suitable area 

 
Date Comment Received 3/10/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 129 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I do not support the preferred alternative #6 in that it would severly restrict 

public use of the Johnson Valley OHV area and affect the ground water in 
the area as a result of live fire practice.  The eastward expansion offers 
better terrain for air/ground operations training. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/10/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 130 

 
Last Name Floyd 

 
First Name Darin 
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Comment To Whom It May Concern:  I am apposed to the expansion of Twenty Nine 
Palms into the Johnson Valley OHV Area.  As an active off road enthusiast 
I use this land several times a year and it is one of only a few places 
available for the offroad community to hold events of the kind currentley 
held in Johnson Valley.  Additionally, many of the local buisnesses are 
heavily supported by the offroad community and would lose a substantial 
portion of their income should this area lose it's value to the off road 
community. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/11/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 131 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Dear Sirs, Please consider the ramifications on the civilians that use this 

area and the businesses that depend on that tourism. This is a unique place 
in the United States where ORV use is allowed and can support racing. That 
racing is a multi million dollar industry. I personally drive from Texas 2 
times a year to use this area.  I Understand the Military position on the need 
for this area but the citizens should not be shut out of the public land. All of 
the Public Land needs to stay Public. If that means a dual use for all of it, 
that is fine. 
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Date Comment Received 3/11/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 132 

 
Last Name Wright 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment Some real important things to considder when looking at the proposal to 

move Marines into the Johnson Valley Area. The Johnson Valley OHVA is 
one of the few areas left that provide recreation for many thousands of 
individuals. will there be other areas opened up to handle the thousands that 
will be displaced? Closer to the largest metro areas?  As a resident of 
Johnson valley we often find the noise created at the current facility a 
problem. Moving the Marines closer with live fire is absolute nonsense 
from a as safety and noise perspective! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/11/2011 

 
Response 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 
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. 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 133 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To begin, I must first make it known that I fully SUPPORT the Marine 

Corps.  However, I am completly opposed to the 29 Palms base expansion. 
This would greatly effect OHV use in California. Johnson Valley and the 
Hammers trails system a the Mecca for OHV use. I would like to submit 
this entire thread on Pirate4x4.com as part of my comment: 
http://www.pirate4x4.com/forum/showthread.php?t=664629  In that thread, 
literally hundreds of people have illistrated how important the area is to 
them. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/11/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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 Draft EIS. 

 
Comment ID 134 

 
Last Name Conyer 

 
First Name Jeremy 

 
Comment Pleas do not take one of the best off-road sites away from the American 

Public.  There are many people who dream that some day they can come out 
there and use those trails, please do not take that away from us. If you must 
use this land please allow us to use it when you are not, all of the trails. I am 
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greatfull for the american military and all they do to keep us safe, surely 
there is a plan we can all live with. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/11/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 135 

 
Last Name Forsman 

 
First Name Stephen 

 
Comment  Keep public land open to the public!   Stop closing public land to the public. 

It is our land we should have the right to use it.  The Military already has 
plenty of land to use for training, they should use it. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/11/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 136 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Having recenlty made my first visit to the Johnson Valley OHV area - I feel 

obligated to voice my objection to the proposed military acquisition of the 
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area. The Johnson Valley OHV area is one of the premiere OHV area on the 
west coast and shopuld remain open to the public at all times and forever.  
Any expansion of the 29 Palms Base area should be in a different direction 
in a different area.  Thanks. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/11/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 137 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I will submit comments at a later date. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/11/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 138 

 
Last Name Conway 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment To whom it may concern:  I am a patriotic American and an off-road 

vehicle enthusiast. I support the need for America's fighting men and 
women to have realistic training areas. However, I DO NOT support the 
acquisition of the Johnson Valley OHV area for our Marines to train.  
Multiple-use recreation has been constantly attacked by environmental 
groups, and we have been forced into ever smaller and smaller areas. 
Johnson Valley OHV area is THE premier OHV area in the entire country. 
Its closure to off-road use is unacceptable. The military has the ability to 
take nearly any area necessary for training' please select another area.  I 
travel to the Johnson Valley OHV area annually, and spend thousands of 
dollars of my hard-earned money each trip. When several tens of thousands 
of people visit the area each year for rockcrawling, mining, desert racing, 
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motorcycle racing, and camping in the desert with their families, the impact 
of our use is beneficial to every community along the way when we stop to 
stock up on food, fuel, snacks, parts, etc. The economic impact of this 
closure to the nearby California communities Yucca Valley, Landers, 
Lucerne, Apple Valley, Hesperia, Victorville, and Barstow will be terrible.  
Finally, just as has happened when environmentalists have closed our trails, 
responsible off- road enthusiasts are forced onto ever smaller areas, and 
even though we go to great lengths to Tread Lightly and minimize our 
impact on the environment, our impact is cumulative. The vast majority of 
us are patriotic supporters of our armed forces' please do not take so much 
from some of your biggest advocates. I am in full support of a realistic 
training area for the Marines. I am in full opposition of using THIS area to 
train Marines. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/11/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and maneuver 
objective 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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are dependent on limited 
recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost sales and 
tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 139 

 
Last Name Iliff 

 
First Name Camden 

 
Comment I'm just a normal person who enjoys off-roading fairly often.  Closure of 

existing OHV lands will not stop individuals from enjoying off-roading.  
Rather, it will force those people into a smaller area and create more 
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negative environmental impact.  Nobody wants to destroy the land in OHV 
areas, but when we are forced into such a small space, the negative impact 
is unavoidable.  MORE OHV area needs to be created for ever-growing 
population who enjoy off- roading.  Even seasonal closures have a 
significant impact and can often result in permanent closures.  The acreage 
available for OHV use has be steadily declining for decades but the number 
of people wishing to use those resources has been growing.  I understand 
and respect the need for the military to have places to train and to practice, 
but with the wars we have faced in the past decade involving less of armed 
services, is this a plan that is still necessary considering not just the 
immediate local impact of this proposed closure of OHV land, but also in 
terms of OHV access state-wide and nationally.  OHV lands need to be 
protected from closures.  It's one thing to close OHV land because of 
endangered species, but it's terribly sad that we will loose OHV land to an 
institution that so many of us off-roaders greatly respect.  Thank you for 
listening to my comments. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/11/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the analysis 
presented in Section 4.2 of the EIS 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. Furthermore, 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 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 
live-fire and maneuver objective 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 140 

 
Last Name Raker 

 
First Name Ryan 

 
Comment The potential base expansion involving the Johnson Valley OHV area is 

devastating news to my friends and family.  We have been offroading there 
for nearly 10 years now and Johnson Valley is more than a desert.  It is a 
place where friends and familes come together to enjoy the great outdoors 
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and experience some adventure together.  The memories we create at 
Johnson Valley stand out in my mind a really unique times.  The people I 
share those memories with are some of my closest friends and family.  
Losing the ability for future generations to have these experience is a 
shame. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/11/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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. Public 
comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-making 
process.  This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 141 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please add me to this list and provide a CD of the EIS. Cass Aviation Svs.  

P.O.Box 1258 Yucca Valley, CA. 92286. perryeaton.cfi@gmail.com 
 
Date Comment Received 3/12/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and interest.  Your contact information has 

been added to the project mailing list.  A CD copy of the Final EIS will be 
sent to the address provided. 
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Comment ID 142 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment I'm concerned with the expansion of military airspace and how it will limit 

local pilots and business aviation on flight training and further restrict our 
flying. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/12/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 143 

 
Last Name Frazier 

 
First Name Chad 

 
Comment You have enough base. Why take away people's access to OHV areas when 

it is hard enough to find true happiness during these tough economic times. 
I cannot believe a base is wanting to expand when others are shutting down. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/12/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 144 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Adding or expanding restricted or special use airspace (SUA) around 29 

Palms impacts all air travel - commercial, scheduled, business or private to 
the point that aircraft separation becomes difficult if not impossible.  
Squeezing, rerouting, or eliminating existing Victor Airways only adds 
expense and endangers the safety of aircraft while in the vicinity.  Adequate 
air travel safety corridors must be considered and maintained in any 
reconfiguration of SUA to ensure integrity and safety of flight. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 145 

 
Last Name Trimper 

 
First Name Brett 

 
Comment As a homeowner in Johnson Valley, I am worried that my property value 

will decrease withought sufficient open riding areas close by. My home is 
extremely close to the drawn line (a few hundred yards)and would limit my 
access to the lake bed for riding. I also enjoy the quietness and sounds of 
nature for which I bought the property. I already see helos close by and my 
windows shake from artillary during the week. As a son-in-law of a USAF 
Fighter Pilot, I bleed red/white & blue but please draw back the lines and 
allow more peace to the homeowners. Please go more towards the north and 
east if possible. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/15/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The EIS acknowledges potential impacts to 

property values due to increased noise and  proximity to military operating 
areas (see Section 4.3 of the EIS).   

 
Comment ID 149 

 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Ken 

 
Comment I frequently fly VFR between Las Vegas and San Diego, using the corridor 

between the current Restricted airspace/Bristol MOA and Turtle MOA.  
The proposed Western Restricted area would close off my alternative route 
(KMYF- HEC-KHND) and force me to fly over higher terrain.  For this 
reason Alternatives 1,4,5,2,6 are a non-starter for me.  Alternative 3, of all 
the alternatives, would have a significant, but the least, impact of the 
alternatives proposed.  Alternative 3 does appear to be in conflict with the 
existing Cadiz and Danby private airports.  For these reasons, I have to state 
that I can not support any of the options presented.  As a veteran I support 
the needs of the military, but can not support the expansion of airspace in 
the already congested west coast area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 150 

 
Last Name Ramage 

 
First Name Christina 

 
Comment My family and I are struggling and live very close to the proposed military 

training zone. How will this affect us? 
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Date Comment Received 3/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The proposed action may or may not affect 

you to some extent depending on your location and your use of the 
proposed acquisition areas.  Chapter 4 of the EIS discusses impacts to 
various resource areas under each alternative.  The Environmental Impact 
Statement and a wide range of other detailed materials about the proposed 
action are available on the project website at 
http://www.marines.mil/unit/29palms/LAS. 

 
Comment ID 151 

 
Last Name Parrinello 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Sirs, Johnson Valley OHV area is THE premier OHV area in the entire 

country.  Its closure to off-road use is unacceptable. The military has the 
ability to take nearly any area necessary for training'please select another 
area. As an American patriot and an off-road vehicle enthusiast. I support 
the need for America's fighting men and women to have the best realistic 
training areas. However, I DO NOT support the acquisition of the Johnson 
Valley OHV area for our Marines to train. I travel to the Johnson Valley 
OHV area annually, and spend thousands of dollars of my hard-earned 
money each trip. When several tens of thousands of people visit the area 
each year for rockcrawling, mining, desert racing, motorcycle racing, and 
camping in the desert with their families, the impact of our use is beneficial 
to every community along the way when we stop to stock up on food, fuel, 
snacks, parts, etc. The economic impact of this closure to the nearby 
California communities Yucca Valley, Landers, Lucerne, Apple Valley, 
Hesperia, Victorville, and Barstow will be terrible. Thank You for all you 
do to keep our country safe, please protect our best off road facilities in the 
country as well... 

 
Date Comment Received 3/16/2011 

 
Response 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 likely to be a direct impact on individual small business that are 
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 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 live-fire and maneuver objective 
training requirements for a MEB while also providing public access to as 
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much of the Johnson Valley area as possible for recreational use. Please 
refer to Sections 2.5 and 4.2 of the EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 152 

 
Last Name Swigard 

 
First Name Jeff 

 
Comment To Whom It may concern: I am writing to express my disapproval of 

allowing the United States Marine Corps to expand their training grounds 
into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I am 100% apposed to the expansion. I 
have taken my family to the Johnson Valley OHV for the last 4 years. This 
is a unique area for the public to enjoy as an already established OHV area. 
The public interest in the the varying types of OHV activities continues to 
grow, yet our own government, the same government we fund, keeps 
closing or in this case taking away our rights to use this public land. The 
Johnson Valley OHV area is very important to me and kids. There is 
nowhere else like it in the country. We hope to continue to use this area for 
generations to come. Please consider to "Keep public land Public".  
Sincerely Jeff Swigard 

 
Date Comment Received 3/16/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 153 

 
Last Name Lefler 

 
First Name Trevor 
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Comment To whom it may concern:  I am a patriotic American and an off-road 
vehicle enthusiast. I support the need for America's fighting men and 
women to have realistic training areas. However, I DO NOT support the 
acquisition of the Johnson Valley OHV area for our Marines to train.  
Multiple-use recreation has been constantly attacked by environmental 
groups, and we have been forced into ever smaller and smaller areas. 
Johnson Valley OHV area is THE premier OHV area in the entire country. 
Its closure to off-road use is unacceptable. The military has the ability to 
take nearly any area necessary for training'please select another area.  I 
travel to the Johnson Valley OHV area annually, and spend thousands of 
dollars of my hard-earned money each trip. When several tens of thousands 
of people visit the area each year for rockcrawling, mining, desert racing, 
motorcycle racing, and camping in the desert with their families, the impact 
of our use is beneficial to every community along the way when we stop to 
stock up on food, fuel, snacks, parts, etc. The economic impact of this 
closure to the nearby California communities Yucca Valley, Landers, 
Lucerne, Apple Valley, Hesperia, Victorville, and Barstow will be terrible.  
Finally, just as has happened when environmentalists have closed our trails, 
responsible off- road enthusiasts are forced onto ever smaller areas, and 
even though we go to great lengths to Tread Lightly and minimize our 
impact on the environment, our impact is cumulative. The vast majority of 
us are patriotic supporters of our armed forces' please do not take so much 
from some of your biggest advocates.  I am in full support of a realistic 
training area for the Marines. I am in full opposition of using THIS area to 
train Marines. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/16/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and maneuver 
objective 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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are dependent on limited 
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recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost sales and 
tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 154 

 
Last Name Burke 

 
First Name Donald 

 
Comment I am firmly opposed to this Land Aquisiton. I find it extremely difficult to 

believe that with all the millions of acres of government owned land in the 
US that the 29 Palms area is the ONLY area large enough for Marine 
operations. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/16/2011 

 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 155 

 
Last Name Folena 

 
First Name Rusty 

 
Comment Please do not expand into the Johnson Valley Recreation Area, buy doing 

this you are taking away valueable land that teh OHV comunity can never 
get back, I know the land is next door the The Twenty-Nine Palms Marine 
Corp Base but there has to be something that can happen to Save Johnson 
Valley. My Family have been useing the Means Dry lake area as base camp 
for over 10 years and I would like my son to be able to enjoy it in the 
future. California does not have much land that a family can go camping on 
and bring there hobby with them weather it be Motorcycles or 4 wheel drive 
trucks or Jeeps. Johnson Valley is so unique that it is such a multi use area 
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where you can rise motorsycles or jeep it has all the right terrian for that 
please find some other area to expand too Thank you, Rusty Folena 

 
Date Comment Received 3/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 156 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I do NOT feel that an expansion of the current base limits is required.  I 

fully support the Marine Corp, but I feel this is nothing but a land grab.  We 
off roaders have had land taken from us for many years - never has it been 
returned. Between this and the BLM, there will soon be nowhere to ride 
legally. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. As indicated in the EIS in Section 1.3, the 

purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill the Marine Corps' training 
requirement.  A November 2006 Marine Requirements Oversight Council 
decision validated the need to establish a large-scale MAGTF training area 
for large scale MEB training.  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 a MEB-level training.  As 
discussed in Section 2.7, the Marine Corps considered several alternatives 
for the proposed action. Alternative 6 would retain public access to a large 
portion of the Johnson Valley OHV Area.  Alternative 6, while not the best 
alternative from either an operational or environmental impact perspective, 
is the optimal alternative given both the operational and environmental 
impact factors considered together. 
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Comment ID 157 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To whom it may concern,  I am a patriotic American and an off-road 

vehicle enthusiast. I support the need for America's fighting men and 
women to have realistic training areas. However, I DO NOT support the 
acquisition of the Johnson Valley OHV area for our Marines to train.  My 
family and friends travel to the Johnson Valley several times a year to  
recreate on some of the most unique off road trails anywhere in the United 
States.  These rock trails are one of a kind and do NOT exist anywhere else.  
For these trails to be lost would be devistating to the people who use them 
and to the local economy.  Annually there are dozens of organized events 
held there.  These events bring much needed money to the local economy.  
People buy food, gas, parts, snacks and patronize eating establishments in 
and around Johnson Valley.  Multiple- use recreation has been constantly 
attacked by environmental groups, and we have been forced into ever 
smaller and smaller areas. Johnson Valley OHV area is THE premier OHV 
area in the entire country. Its closure to off-road use is unacceptable. The 
military has the ability to take nearly any area necessary for training' please 
select another area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/18/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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 likely to be a 
direct impact on individual small business that are 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, the Marine Corps considered several alternatives 
for the proposed action. Several alternative scenarios were rejected 
(including conducting MEB-sized MAGTF Training at other Marine Corps 
bases in the U.S.) because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the 
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proposed action or were inconsistent with the screening criteria for 
identifying suitable lands for acquisition. 

 
 
Comment ID 158 

 
Last Name bigney 

 
First Name Shawn 

 
Comment I am asking that you rethink your plans and and leave Johnson valley for 

public use, I have camped there for over 25 years with my famley and have 
some of the best memorys that any one could have.  All I am asking is for 
you to rethink the plan and go east and leave our park the way it is 

 
Date Comment Received 3/18/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 159 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Hello, My name is Mike Evans I am an OHV recreationist. Let me start by 

saying that I do believe the military needs areas to train. I also believe We 
The People also have needs and enjoyment of "OUR" lands are one of those 
needs.. OHV use is increasingly being squeezed into smaller and smaller 
areas while the amount of folks using these lands are increasing by leaps 
and bounds. We are over crowded at the areas that we have left. The land is 
now being over used and the increased traffic is becoming deadly. I feel the 
military could also use these lands for many types of training while we also 
use them but don't feel that they have the right to steal these lands from the 
public. I also feel that the military would be around civilians in a real world 
situation and should know how to conduct themselves in a situation with 
civilians present. Air space shouldn't be considered an issue either. OHV 
community is very supportive of the armed forces and I don't believe any 
one cares about the airspace above the lands. In closing, If the military 
wants to take Johnson valley back then fine but only If the people are given 
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lands equal in size and quality else where in the vicinity to replace the ones 
lost. Eye for an Eye. Thanks so much for listening. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/19/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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.  impacts on 
recreation. Unfortunately, the Marine Corps does not have the authority to 
designate recreation lands for mitigation. 

 
 
Comment ID 160 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a Vietnam Marine Veteran I know they need land to have there wae 

games but why take the land given to us for OHV's. You will distroy the 
town of Lucerne witch is suported by the 1,000's of familys who come to 
enjoy the land. We all know there is lots of land they could use, they could 
go east and not hert any town, there is a lot of unused land at other 
California bses, like Edwards A F B, right next to my home, there is lots of 
land that they do not use. In 2008 I was in DC, I talked to the Commandant 
of the Marine Corps and he said they would be fair about the land. Now 
they shoud be! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/19/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7, the Marine 

Corps considered several alternatives for the proposed action. Several 
alternative scenarios were rejected (including conducting MEB-sized 
MAGTF Training at other Marine Corps bases or locations in the U.S.) 
because they did not meet the purpose of and need for the proposed action 
or were inconsistent with the screening criteria for identifying suitable lands 
for acquisition. 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 live- fire and maneuver objective training 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-19993 

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. 

 
 
Comment ID 161 

 
Last Name Vega 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment I'm highly opposed to the aquisition of Johnson Valley by the Marines to 

expand their training area. Johnson Valley ("The Hammers") is a historical 
offroading area that is like a "Mecca" for offroaders around the world. To 
me it'd be like filling in the Grand Canyon with concrete to be able to make 
a highway accross it. There's plenty of similar "Afgan like" through out that 
part of the desert. Please spare our land!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/19/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 162 

 
Last Name LaGrange 

 
First Name Barbara 

 
Comment It makes no sense to civilians who have lived in the desert for over 30 

years, to have the military consider the West Study area for expansion. NO. 
Go East! We may not like the alternative of expansion at all, but if you 
must expand don't threaten the public's estabished homesteads, small 
businesses, and desert townsites with a West Study alternative. NO. Go 
East.   To quote directly from your Fact Sheet on your web site:  "People 
have been drawn to the southern Mojave Desert for diverse reasons. Native 
Americans first visited the scattered oases that dot the landscape to gather 
seasonally available food resources and resupply essential tool stone. Later, 
hard-rock miners came in search of rare metals. Early homesteaders arrived 
in search of new opportunities for life away from urban centers. People 
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were and remain captivated by the stark and pristine beauty of the 
panoramic vistas, colorful granitic and volcanic landforms, and the vast 
undulating alluvial fans leading to sand dunes demarking the margins of 
scattered Pleistocene era playas.  The gradual habitation of the region 
eventually resulted in the establishment of communities such as Twentynine 
Palms, Joshua Tree, Yucca Valley, Landers, Wonder Valley, Johnson 
Valley, Lucerne Valley, Ludlow and Amboy, as well as in the formation of 
roadways that connected these communities to each other, and to the urban 
centers beyond. Railroad corridors transect the area as well. These desert 
population centers, both large and small, have grown closer in proximity to 
the Department of Defense military training ranges that were established 
during World War II and afterwards, including what is now known as the 
Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center (MCAGCC) at Twentynine 
Palms."  We are also aware that backdoor dealing with Senator FeinStein 
has forced you to consider avoiding Special Use corridors and trade of land 
use agreements east of 29Palms. It was a bad trade and now you have to 
backpedal to find appropriate lands .. FeinStein doesn't own the desert. Go 
East!  Go East. If you have to expand then go East.  Respect the desert 
dwellers who chose to live away from government interference, urban 
blight, and crowding. Respect our wishes. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/19/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the impact of 

the proposed alternatives on natural, cultural, and socio-economic 
resources, and has reduced the number of acres proposed for acquisition.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. 

 
Comment ID 163 

 
Last Name chamberlain  
 
First Name matt  
 
Comment dont do it !!!  
 
Date Comment Received 3/19/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 164 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please find another area to take over the ohv areas in CA are far and few 

between and now you're threatening to make it even more difficult to 
recreate. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 165 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is a very popular off-roading area used by many people 

every weekend of the year. Good trails for motorcycles, jeeps, ATCs, hikers 
and rockclimbers, rockhounds and just camping. Many historical mines, 
quarries, homesteads, petrographs and vistas to explore. Surely a less used 
corridor could be used for military training! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
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acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 166 

 
Last Name Buckley 

 
First Name Cory 

 
Comment Having been to 29 Palms many times I do not feel there is any need for the 

Marine Corp to expand and take over a large part of Johnson Valley.  The 
Johnson Valley area is used for recreation by a large number of families and 
losing this area will be another will close off another public recreation 
treasure. I truly do not understand with all the cutbacks how the Marine 
Corps would be considering this or why it would be allowed. We have lost 
enough recreation areas and to lose this area when it is not needed is truly a 
sad thing. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  As indicated in the EIS in Section 1.3, the 

purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill the Marine Corps' training 
requirement.  A November 2006 Marine Requirements Oversight Council 
decision validated the need to establish a large-scale MAGTF training area 
for large scale MEB training.  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 a MEB-level 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 
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each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 167 

 
Last Name america 

 
First Name captian 

 
Comment where should we be able to use our land?  That we have earned and pay 

ridiculous taxes on.  Maybe the state could save some money by not paying 
the forestry workers 60k or more per year.  Who in turn does all he or she 
can to hand out as many pay tickets as they can while doing as little actual 
forestry work as possible.I am absolutely sick of the state s constantly 
closing down trails for absolutely no reason other than because they can. 
This is America right? 

 
Date Comment Received 3/20/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 168 

 
Last Name bergman 

 
First Name thomas 
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Comment The Marines should take the land that has already been closed to the public.  
Please do not take more land from us. I am a off roader in this area and have 
lost allot of access to public lands. take areas that have already been taken 
away from us. Thanks T.K. Bergman 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 169 

 
Last Name Bobbitt 

 
First Name Tonya 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is one of the very few places that remain where people can 

go and off road. The Marines want to take this away from the public.   It is 
bad enough that the people who off road are constantly battling a constant 
flow of lawsuits trying to shut down land that is used for off roading, but 
now this? The plan is taking away 2/3rds of the land in Johnson Valley. By 
taking this land away, off-roaders will have a larger impact on the land, 
because they will be unable to spread out, and allow anything to recoup. 
Instead the land will be used over and over again, taking away from the 
beauty that is the desert. Off roading has being a family activity that my 
family has been involved in for years. It's the one thing that has keep our 
family together, and allowed us to come together and spend time together 
without spending a huge amount of money on a vacation we cannot afford. 
This is public land, that is owned by the tax payer, not by the military, and 
it should stay that way!! I strongly oppose the land in Johnson Valley being 
cut off to the public, even if some of the areas are open some of the times. 
Do not take more land away from the American Public, that barely have 
anything left for recreation to begin with. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount of land within Johnson Valley 
would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives 
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involving restricted public access to acquired areas. The analysis presented 
in Section 4.2 acknowledges and discusses the impacts that reduced 
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 live-fire and maneuver 
objective 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 171 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We have been enjoying the desert for more then 40 years in this area around 

Landers.  To take away peoples homes and land is crazy in these tough 
times. People like us who enjoy off road sports keep getting pushed into 
smaller and smaller areas causing more damage to the land then if we had a 
larger area to enjoy.  We are proud Americans and are so proud of our 
Marines and what they do for our country-but this land thing is crazy.  We 
need to cut spending let's don't waste millions buying up properties of 
people that don't want to move. Thanks. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of any amount 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 
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 live-fire and 
maneuver objective 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. 
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Comment ID 172 
 
Last Name Dozier 

 
First Name Jeffrey 

 
Comment Please consider the recreational needs of the public when deciding on 

public land designations.  I am the father of three children and my wife and 
I dream of making a trip to access the natural wonders of Johnson Valley 
via hiking, offroad vehicles, and mountain bike.  Please work to strike 
meaningful compromise into the preferred alternative which would allow 
for our forms of recreation to remain in place.  The loss of diverse 
recreational access to wild places will result in a poor society overall.  
Allow for recreation to inspire conservation. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 173 

 
Last Name Jones 

 
First Name Ashley 

 
Comment I would appreciate them not taking up any more space for this base. The 

base is already big enough and it will take up a lot more riding areas for 
people who enjoy riding around there. My family goes out through these 
areas many times throughout the year and it will cause a lot of riding trips 
to be canceled. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is 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. 
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Comment ID 174 
 
Last Name Bunting 

 
First Name Ken 

 
Comment The Marines already have huge bases at 29 palms and Camp Pendleton, 

both in Southern California. Also being part of the Navy they have access 
to the huge Navy base at China Lake, also in So. California. Partner with 
the Army and use Fort Irwin in Barstow (also another huge base in So. Cal). 
Take a look at Nevada. Some of the bases there have the added plus of 
glowing in the dark.  Where are the people supposed to recreate? The 
population grows unchecked while open recreation lands are continually 
being taken away. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response 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 how important the Johnson 
Valley OHV area is 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 176 

 
Last Name Bootsma 

 
First Name Shaun 

 
Comment While I support out troops, I don't think taking away what little land is left 

for the wheelers is the best option.  by shutting down the bulk of Johnson 
valley you will killing off the local communities and many other businesses 
around the country.  as just one race held there in feburary, we brought in 
well near $1 million dollars for the local economy and untold amounts for 
surrounding communities.  as a wheeler there for the last 10 years, we've 
watched the marines train alot.  there is plenty of room north of those 
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mountains that they want to take.  personally, i don't think our troops should 
be fighting all the wars we are at the moment, but, that's another topic.  
please, think of the people that you will be effecting for some training 
ground. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response 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 likely to be a direct impact on individual small business that are 
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 how important the 
Johnson Valley OHV area is 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 177 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment The western area around Lucerne will stop all recreational and OHV usage 

in the area as well as greatly impacting the economy of the area. My 
stepfather, his daughter and son-in-law who live in Lucerne do not want any 
further economic degradation of the area due to the reduced access being 
proposed. Besides they would miss the ice cream I bring by when I'm out 
enjoying Cougar Buttes, Anderson dry lake, Means dry lake and Bessimer 
Mine Road. DONV 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response 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 likely to be a direct impact on individual small business that are 
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 current preferred alternative (Alternative 6) 
was selected in part for the ability to continue to provide recreational 
opportunity, thereby minimizing impacts to the economy. 

 
 
  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20003 

Comment ID 178 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have been a strong supporter of the USMC my entire life. While I do want 

to see the USMC have whatever training facilities they need, Johnson 
Valley is the ONLY area of it's size that we can use. My only opposition to 
this expansion is the loss of PUBLIC lands that I will not be able to use 
with my grand children.  If the Marines were able to arrange for another 
area of the same size somewhere in the Mojave desert to replace the lost 
PUBLIC lands, I, and many of my friends and family, would fully support 
this expansion.  Please, replace the land acre for acre. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Unfortunately, the Marine Corps does not 

have the authority to designate recreation lands for mitigation. However, 
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 live- fire and maneuver objective 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. Furthermore, as a result of comments received during the 
Draft EIS public review period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in 
consultation with representatives from the OHV community) to increase 
public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and further reduce impacts 
on recreation. 

 
 
Comment ID 179 

 
Last Name Dell 

 
First Name Cliff 

 
Comment Please, be respectful of the Johnson Valley OHV area. It is a very special 

place to the off roading community, both for the general openness of the 
area to explore a true wilderness and the uniqueness of the Hammers trail 
systems. There are entire industries focusing on building vehicles that can 
handles the Hammers, not to mention the local economy, from Yucca 
Valley to Victorville.  This area is used by thousands of recreational users 
every weekend during the winter. Anyone thinking of closing the area 
should visit it over Thanksgiving or Christmas weeks and see the large 
numbers of peaceful folks using this land.  You see a wide range of camping 
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styles (tents, to pop ups, to toy haulers, to class A RV's), a wide range of 
off-roading vehicles (motor cycles, ATV's, mildly built jeeps, to custom 
rock crawling buggies). You will see small groups of friends, large 
organized clubs, and multi generational families all enjoying this area in one 
way or another.  Please find a way to satisfy our need for military 
preparedness, without taking this land from the off- road community. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is likely to 
be a direct impact on individual small business that are 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 180 

 
Last Name Alcisto 

 
First Name Patrick 

 
Comment I support the expansion of the training area for our Military to train. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 181 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I support the expansion of the training area for our Military. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 
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Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
 
 
Comment ID 182 

 
Last Name Brewer 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment I am strongly against this land acquisition. We as an OHV community are 

losing our riding areas left and right. We cannot afford to lose anymore 
land. The riding areas we still have are limited and getting over crowded. 
Over crowding means more accidents and possibly fatalities. Please do not 
allow this to happen. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 183 

 
Last Name Stechmann 

 
First Name Bob 

 
Comment I am all for a strong military and belive proper training must be completed.  

However, I do not believe it is necessary for 29 Palms to increase the size of 
this already huge base by almost 30 percent.  Future military conflicts will 
likely be in urban environments against unconventional (guerilla) 
adversaries like we are currently facing in Afganistan and Iraq.  Training for 
these types of conflicts do not require 263 additional square miles of 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20006 

training area.  The Johnson Valley OHV area should not be closed or 
impeded by military training activities. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. As indicated in the EIS in Section 1.3, the 

purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill the Marine Corps' training 
requirement.  A November 2006 Marine Requirements Oversight Council 
decision validated the need to establish a large-scale MAGTF training area 
for large scale MEB training.  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 a MEB-level training. 

 
 
Comment ID 184 
 
Last Name Corder 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is one of the declining number of off-roading areas 

available to off-road enthusiasts. Unfortunately, liberal California and 
Washington politicians are gradually reducing the areas that are open for 
off-road users and we now face losing the entire Johnson Valley area for an 
expanded military training grounds. The domino effect of these closures 
will be fewer dollars spent on vehicles, equipment, gasoline, RV's, etc. 
because the off-roading community will get frustrated with not having 
available areas to participate in off-road activities. I appreciate the need for 
proper training facilities, and we have a kick-ass military that is respected 
and feared around the globe that has appropriately trained on the current 
military training grounds. Is it really necessary to take nearly all of the 
Johnson Valley area? Expand in the other directions first, and only take 
what is absolutely necessary of Johnson Valley-- PLEASE! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 185 
 
Last Name Bland 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment My family has been using the Johnson Valley OHV area for years. We have 

dealt with loss of OHV areas for many reasons over the years, but this 
would be a significant loss to our community. Please consider the current 
users of this area and weigh the benefits of this extra training land against 
the substantial loss of land for public use. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 186 

 
Last Name Jones 

 
First Name David 
 
Comment Please No! OHV area users are already faced with many other land closures.  

What about another base? Perhaps Ft. Irwin. Or expand this to the east 
where nothing is. Sincerly, OHV user and Patriot. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response 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). 
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Comment ID 187 

 
Last Name Cornelison 

 
First Name Gerald 

 
Comment I understand the need to train our forces. However, I strongly object to 

taking over Johnson Valley ORV Area. There are fewer and fewer places 
available for off road vehicle recreation in the desert. More users jammed 
into fewer available off road use areas means more safety problems and 
potential environmental overuse of the remaining designated areas. 
Whatever your expansion plans, PLEASE choose an option that leaves 
Johnson Valley ORV Area intact and available for public use. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 188 

 
Last Name Walrath 

 
First Name Matt 

 
Comment The military has already taken up enough pristine California desert and now 

it the time to say "enough is enough". When will it end? In times of 
economic hardship such as these the military should be cutting back its 
expenses rather than looking for new terrain to destroy. Do we really need 
more space to play pretend war with everyones hard earned tax dollars?? 
How about doing something useful with our military like putting more 
troops on the borders and catching actual bad guys rather than make believe 
ones. Oh wait...that makes too much sense 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 189 

 
Last Name Stancer 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment our familey started going to Johnson Valley over 30 years ago, it has been a 

very good life for them, my children have growen up and now have 
famileys of there own and still go Johnson Valley with there kids,off 
roading has taught my children a lot about nature and how to take care of 
desert,I have riden all over Johnson Valley and still find thing that most 
people will never see, turtles mating, swarms of bee looking to nest, sitting 
on top of a hill and looking out across the desert is one of the best parts of 
my life, I never thought we could lose J.V, but now its in danger from my 
own goverment, after years of play riding and desert racing with AMA 
Disrtict 37 the thought of not going out there, is hard to swallow. I cant 
even think of the local people and business's that will suffer, the gas stations 
and market in Lucerne valley will be hit hard by any closure,not to mention 
the OHV suppliers and manufactures,I feel that no action is the best course, 
or move eastward for the expansion, dont take the last large open area away 
from the people who dearly love it and if it must be taken, give us a area of 
the same size, if it is closed it will be lost forever, the goverment never 
gives anything back 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 does not have the authority to designate 
recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed action.  The EIS determined 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 190 
 
Last Name Grover 

 
First Name Jared 

 
Comment I work for the Navy and I understand the need for the military to find an 

area to adequately train it's soldiers. I do NOT support the marines 
expanding the 29 palms base into the Johnson Valley OHV area. The area is 
greatly needed for the use of the public as public lands. Absorbing the land 
into the base will greatly hamper 4WD, Motorcycle, and ATV recreation 
that has already been reduced multiple times already here in California. I do 
NOT support any "joint use" areas and believe that the marines should 
expand the 29 palms base in another direction or locate another suitable 
area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 191 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment I disagree with your aquisition due to the impact it would have on the 

current users, we have been using these lands for 40 years and feel that 
there are many other lands you could aquire in new mexico arizona and 
texas you are taking public land that cannot and will not be replaced due to 
the environmental groups that continue to shut down off highway land. The 
long and short is we have fought to keep this land open and we were here 
first and here come the marines and in less than 2 years its on the verge of 
being closed. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 192 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment If the marines are going to take this land they have the authority to find an 

equal amount of land that they could open up to the users who are going to 
lose there off highway land. The marines have the authority to over ride the 
environmental activist that will not open new lands for off highway use. 
You must offer an alternative to us the off road community. i look forward 
to your suggestions and help with starting the process of opening new land. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 193 

 
Last Name Cumming 

 
First Name Ryan 

 
Comment I vehemently oppose the expansion of the current 29 Palms military base. 

Me and my family own property in the Johnson Valley area and have 
enjoyed the serenity and peacefulness of the Johnson Valley area. We are 
also avid off- roaders and cannot fathom the idea of our desert being taken 
from us. We hear the wicked noise from the base on a regular basis now 
and know there will be a significant impact from noise if the expansion is 
approved. I vote no to "Alternative 6". I vote yes to "No action". If the base 
were to expand "Alternative 3 should be considered due to the fact that the 
battalions could converge on an objective within the current MCAGCC 
base. Please don't take our desert. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each 

of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed in 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.  Noise exposure 
from existing/current conditions are provided in Chapter 3. Appendix H has 
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. 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). 
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Comment ID 194 
 
Last Name Richardson 

 
First Name Cary 

 
Comment Please do not take land away from the Hammers OHV recreation area. 

Vehicle accessible land is becoming more scare every day with 
environmentalist concerns. Now we are having to fight closure from 
military acquisition. I have not yet been able to enjoy the Hammers myself, 
other than in pictures. But I hope to be able to get there one day and take 
my son. We need to keep areas like this open so he has a place to recreate 
when he owns his own jeep. Please keep our access open. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 195 

 
Last Name myers 

 
First Name monte 

 
Comment Dear Sir or Madam, I am writing this letter to let you know how much the 

land at Johnson Valley OHVA will be missed if it is included in the Marine 
Corps base expansion. I have made at least two trips per year there for the 
past 7 years from Bakersfield, CA. I spend money on fuel, food, and 
camping supplies in the towns of Lucerne, Apple Valley, Adelanto, 
Mojave, Boron, Tehachapi etc. Environmental groups have been taking off 
road area's land for years, please don't take it too! Sincerely, Monte Myers 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 196 

 
Last Name Marlett 

 
First Name Ryan 

 
Comment I feel the needs of Marine Corps fire and maneuver training for the MEB 

and MAGTF are important but the constant fight for continuing OHV area 
access is important also.  I do recognize that these proposed areas are the 
only alternative, as MCAGCC 29 Palms is "land locked" by protected 
wilderness on or near some of its borders.  In the end, I would prefer to see 
the Marine Corps have non live fire access to the Johnson Valley OHV area 
in order for it to remain completely accessible to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 197 

 
Last Name Cumming 

 
First Name Kerrie 

 
Comment My Husband and I bought a cabin in Johnson Valley and have completely 

fell in love with the people of the community and with the beautiful desert 
surroundings.  We plan to build our retirement home on our property and 
enjoy all of Johnson Valley for many decades to come.  I'm crushed by the 
thought of our retirement home being taken away from us.  I understand the 
need to train our troops, however I don't think taking land away from hard 
working people is the answer.  Furthermore recreational areas for off-
roading, exploring, and learning about our deserts are dwindling. The desert 
may seem quiet but on the contrary it is very much alive.  We observe 
others as well as ourselves exploring Johnson Valley and the pure essence 
of freedom that it brings. A small piece of freedom that we desperately need 
in an overly congested Southern California. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20015 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 198 

 
Last Name Crawford 

 
First Name Curtis 

 
Comment I've look at the maps. I have read where the off road area would be still 

open 10 months a year. I still don't understand how you can put the off 
roaders in such a small area. Didn't the death of 8 people open your eyes? 
The off roaders are being squeezed into such a small area that the public 
lands open to all should be expanded not reduced. This is a travesty to the 
off road community. I for one am totally against any military land grab. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/21/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 199 

 
Last Name Pilkington 

 
First Name Darrin 

 
Comment My family and I would like to express our great desire and need to not, I 

repeat, not have the expansion of the military base 29 Palms expand into the 
area of Johnson Valley.  More and more land is being taken by the 
government. Johnson Valley has literally saved my family.  It has given us 
a calm peaceful place to spend quality time with our family in a time when 
our family was crumbling. I do not believe there is a real need for this 
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additional land when the hopes is to actually pull our troops out of foreign 
soil. Please reconsider this decision.  My family needs this land. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 200 

 
Last Name Tyler 
 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment Completely against expanding the training area at 29 Palms. You have 

enough as it is. We are the most advanced military in the world, by far. 
Leave what open space we have alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 201 

 
Last Name lombardo 

 
First Name josh 

 
Comment please do not take our land and the hammers away from us and our 

children.  i am getting so tired of this state.  this will be the final blow to 
finally push our family to move out of state. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 
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Response  Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 202 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Hello, As an American who enjoys the personal freedoms we can all tank 

our armed forces for protecting, I support the military in their efforts to 
secure proper training areas. However, I am also a avid off roader and am 
very concerned about the potential loss of the Johnsen Valley OHV area. As 
you know as the urban development continues, more and more folks are 
looking for outdoor areas to get away from it all. Off-road enthusiasts #'s 
have quadrupled in the last decade and yet areas for them to recreate 
responsibly are declining. This of course increases the foot print at the areas 
still available. Another side effect is that if there is no where legally to 
recreate, less responsible folks may end up trespassing onto private 
property. Which only compounds the problem. I trust you will look at all 
options available including the proposed areas current use and user base #'s 
making sure that right long term decision is made with the best end result 
for all. Thank you for your time and am closely watching how this plays 
out.  Eli Casey 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 203 
 
Last Name pilkington 

 
First Name sherrie 

 
Comment My family and friends have been going to Johhson Valley for years 

enjoying our off road freedom AND the beauty of the untainted hills.  We 
chose JV for its quietness yet accessibility to public necessities all the while 
in the middle of an off road haven.  Currently my friend Brian Rupert 
bought a 5 acre property and my brother Ryan Cumming did as well a 
couple of miles away.  Then last year my father purchased a property within 
walking distance to my brother!  We're a close knit group of law abiding, 
married, happy families that get together at the different properties (off 
Ghost Road), sharing day rides on our quads, buggies and bikes then 
BBQing and having fires and playing games at night.  We wear helmets, 
don't leave trash behind, don't drink and drive and maintain and update our 
properties and dwellings.  I believe that JV has saved our life and limb 
because had we been forced to live and play in the more dangerous areas 
like Superstition and Glamis, surely some of us would be injured due to 
other's carelessness.   Please do not take away my friend's and family's 
freedom of enjoying the open terrain.  We feel safe in JV and will fight to 
stay there! Thank you for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 204 

 
Last Name Cotten 

 
First Name Glen 
 
Comment Please do not take the public land use away from the public! I am a vet and 

believe the military has plenty of training area between California and 
Nevada. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 
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Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 205 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment While I fully support the Marines and recognize the need to train, I feel that 

the existing property at 29 Palms is sufficient. It is one of the largest bases 
in the USA.  The Johnson Valley area adjacent to the base is a premier 
recreational 4WD site. This area is a valuable asset to the 4WD Community 
and the surrounding communities who benefit form these activities.  Please 
find a way to train the Marines without removing access to the general 
public. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 206 

 
Last Name Patteson 

 
First Name Jeff 
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Comment Family and freinds have property and utilize the area for fun and relaxation. 

It would be a shame if that was taken away from them. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
 
 
Comment ID 207 

 
Last Name Bryson 

 
First Name Marc 

 
Comment I would again like to state that I oppose the expansion of the 29 Palms in 

the Johnson Valley off-road area. It is unique and becoming very rare for 
the federal government to allow "open" areas for the always increasing 
numbers of off-road vehicles.  I do understand the need to expand the base 
and hope there are other areas the USMC can utilize rather than annex a 
very popular off-road area. The area in question is known nationwide as a 
"place to be" similar to the Rubicon or Moab.  Thank you for providing an 
opportunity to comment. I support our troops and hope there can be a 
different solution rather than annexing a very popular off-highway vehicle 
area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 208 

 
Last Name Long 

 
First Name Patrick 
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Comment I support the military 100% and realize training is a huge priority.  I am 

asking for a reasonable split of usable land.  The desert is a great 
playground for young and old alike and is a place to foster family values 
and unity.  Open recreational land is getting hard to find.  Let's share. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 209 

 
Last Name Williams 
 
First Name Craig 

 
Comment Why don't the Marines, simply coordinate with the ARMY on Ft. Irwin 

land which is as vast as the 29 Palms training facility. Marines have 
Pendleton (and you know we won't do any 'amphibious assult" in this day 
and age of the helicopter. How about you sell the coastal part of Pendleton 
or swap it for this land, to give recreationists closer access to open areas. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response 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). 
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Comment ID 210 
 
Last Name Robert 

 
First Name Matzell 

 
Comment Keep Please Johnson Valley OHV area open! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 211 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please send the CE of the DEIS as I am interested in the potential biological 

impacts caused by the expansion. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 212 

 
Last Name Danze 
 
First Name Alex 

 
Comment I have been an avid user of the Jonson Valley recreation area since i was 5 

years old when my partent brought me camping.. Although i can understand 
the need for additional training area, i dont understand why an already 
designated OVH area needs to be selected? There are thousands of open 
desert miles which are not currenlty designated for OVH. WHy can't some 
of those area's be used? 
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Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 
 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 213 

 
Last Name Down 

 
First Name Robin 

 
Comment The current proposal of expansion does not adequately consider the 

economic and recreational loss to the surrounding community and related 
businesses. Stop trying to take land away from the public! The planned use 
of live fire in such close proximity to current homes and property is 
ridiculous and this whole expansion project should be stopped in the name 
of safety for the surrounding communities. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Furthermore, the loss of OHV land over time was analyzed 
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 
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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. 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 the 
proposed action to enhance public safety. 

 
 
Comment ID 214 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment It is not the only place in this wide expanse of country that you can train. In 

this case you will be taking away land that avid offroaders use on a regular 
basis. There are not many places left in this country that allow us to enjoy 
our sport. Being the Marine corp allows you to use just about any area that 
you would like. In many cases you can get special use permits, where 
regular civilians can not. I am all for the well rounded and complete 
training of our armed forces, but I completely disagree that this is the only 
area that fits your criteria. Even if you do take this area for your use, history 
tells us that when you are done with it you will either hold onto it forever, 
or it will be reassigned so that our sport will still lose use of the area.
 I can see where it would be easier for you to choose this area as it would 
be easier to get the nod from enviromental groups that know what will 
happen to it when you leave. Many of your own personnel, and members of 
other armed forces use this area. I would appreciate if you would keep this 
in mind. As I know you will do what ever you want anyways. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 215 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment As an OHV enthusiast I must voice my dissaproval in expanding the 29 

palms training area into the johnson valley OHV area. I understand the need 
for the marines to train but taking away this area from OHV enthusiasts is 
unnecessary. Making the trip to johnson valley is one we look foreward to 
each year and loosing it would be a shame.  thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 

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

 
 
Comment ID 216 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment THIS IS A TEST 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 217 

 
Last Name St.John 

 
First Name Lynne 

 
Comment I would suggest that any branch of the military is not deserving of any more 

land than it already has and, in reality, should have some of what it has 
taken away. The military, all branches, are not good stewards of the lands, 
with a history that goes back to many decades of pollution, artillery shells 
left behind that have killed people who have come upon them, 
environmental degradation (in all its forms), and absolutely no respect for 
anything that might impact the environment around them. Further, the 
statement that the military needs additional "training" areas is specious and 
disingenuous at best. What does the military train young recruits for? For 
another Abu Ghraib? A reprise of US soliders engaged in atrocities in 
Kabul? Establishment of "Kill Teams"? No, the military is not deserving of 
anything. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 218 

 
Last Name test 

 
First Name it 

 
Comment test comment 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 219 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep public land public. Freedom of speach should not require the 

divulgence of private information. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 220 

 
Last Name Fox 

 
First Name Roger 

 
Comment The Marines have done just fine for many years and wars without the 

additional space. The environment in the additional space prop0osed would 
damage the fragile environment. I am opposed to adding the proposed 
space. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 221 

 
Last Name Reed 

 
First Name Rob 

 
Comment I am writing this email in regards to the possible closure of land to public 

use by an expansion of the 29 palms area.  I would like to say that I fully 
support our military in all their efforts and realize they need training to 
remain the world leader. That being said, the loss of the use of this area 
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(particularly to offroading) would be a horrible blow to our sport and the 
already hurting California economy.  I live in Louisiana and have made the 
trip to the Johnson Valley area specifically for offroading and plan to do so 
again in the future. The King of the Hammers event draws approximately 
50,000 specatators a year (many of which from as far away as the east coast 
and other countries) and has grow to that number in a only 5 years.  I 
strongly urge you to at the minimum find a way to for this land to be a dual 
use area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 222 

 
Last Name Gruenberg 

 
First Name Justin 

 
Comment I am writing in support of Alternative 3.  The Johnson Valley OHV area 

provides an extaordinary landscape that is rivaled by no other in our 
country. The land is diverse, beautiful and unparalleld.  Every day, 
numerous families recreate in this area via off road vehicles.  This 
recreation solidifies the bond between family members and helps them 
forget any petty differences they may have.  Simply put, off-roading 
promotes good family values, keeps our children out of trouble such as 
gangs and drugs, and provides for endless enjoyment. However, all the 
options presented (except for Alternative 3) take away that opportunity for 
endless enjoyment.  While your intentions for the Marines may be noble, 
the effect on American citizens is palpable.  There is no other area in our 
country like Johnson Valley.  Please do not close it or take it away from us 
for 2 months out of the year.  I don't trust the Navy/Marines to abide by the 
10 month open access Alternative.  I have been enjoying this area all my 
life and the proposed disruption would be devastating to my family and 
friends.  Please, KEEP OUR LANDS PUBLIC. 
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Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 223 

 
Last Name Lee 
 
First Name Gerald 

 
Comment Southern California Off Highway Vehicle area are getting smaller and 

smaller.  The area the Marines wish to annex is THE premier destination in 
all of the United States for rock crawling. The trails there have taken 1000s 
upon 1000s of man hours to make. It is a destination that should be deemed 
a historical mounment.  In fact, we should push for it to registered as a place 
of historical significance so it can't be developed any other way. The area 
the Marines seek is in very close to homeowners as well. Please do not 
consider the Johnson Valley area as a area for Marine manuevers. It makes 
no senses. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 224 

 
Last Name Collier 

 
First Name Bryan 

 
Comment Please have the Marines come and train at Fort Bliss Military Reservation.  

There is more than enough room there. There is no need for the Marines to 
take any more public lands in Johnson Valley. Please leave the beauty of 
Johnson Valley to the public. 
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Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 225 

 
Last Name Bigelow 

 
First Name Douglas 

 
Comment To whom it may concern: Please consider the amount of impact the 

Training Land Acquisition/Airspace Establishment Draft EIS will have on 
the surround community and established communities by moving West and 
taking more lands from the Johnson Valley OHV area. Johnson Valley 
OHV is the home to one of the last great wildernesses that our great country 
has. I come from a military family and fully understand the need to support 
our military and to support our government. But, by moving west and 
taking the proposed lands of Johnson Valley many responsible members of 
the offroad community will not come back to this area.  Each year for the 
King of the Hammers race I along with 25000 other members of the offroad 
community travel to the Johnson Valley OHV area. I travel from Maryland 
the 2600 miles to get to the event each year. My team alone spends an 
estimated $10000.00 just to attend the event each year and almost 
additionally the same amount in the area supporting the local businesses. If 
the Johnson Valley OHV area is diminished I will not make the annual trip 
to the area and the I am sure the race will be moved to another area of the 
state if not out of the state to a more suitable location. I am sure there are 
other alternatives to supporting our military by moving east and or north of 
the area where even more lands are available.  Doug Bigelow Bigelow 
Motorsports 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
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acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas. The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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, 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). Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 public involvement process has led to the development of specific 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 226 

 
Last Name Eisenhardt 

 
First Name Jay 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, I'm not in favor of this attempted take over of 

PUBLIC LAND. This area is one of the few areas in the United States left 
where we the off road community can go. The recent trend of taking away 
public land is a very disturbing trend. If the freedom of being able to go to 
and use public land is constantly removed from we the people. Then why 
continue to Fight for these constantly decreasing freedoms?  Whom ever 
jumped on this Idea, which is obviously a knee jerk reaction to the current 
fighting overseas. Is apparently not familiar with the vast amount of land 
currently at the disposal of the combined Armed Forces of the United 
States.  Being from a family with Army, Navy and Marine Corps back-
round. I am an avid supporter of the Armed Services. But I don't support the 
attempt to take away the land in Johnson valley. 
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Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 227 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment In regards to the closure of Johnson Valley OHVA..... Please try to use 

another option other than closing this area to us off-roaders. This place is 
very special to me, my family and friends. I've camped there for 30 years, 
and hope to watch my young niece and nephews continue to ride and grow 
up there as I did. To be able to learn about wildlife and all the beauty of our 
California desert. I appreciate this area very much and always look so 
forward to visiting, and I hope that in the future I'll be able to continue to 
visit the beautiful place I call a second home. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 228 

 
Last Name Woodard 

 
First Name Brian 
 
Comment Although I support the Marines fully, I am against expansion because it will 

close down a premiere off road riding area called Johnson Valley. There are 
very few places like Johnson Valley left after many years fighting enviro 
restrictions and closures. Just feels like if its not one thing its another. My 
family travels over 700 miles from Oregon to ride Johnson Valley because 
of the freedom and desert experience it provides. Guess I'll just have to stay 
home and read about how great it was. I cant see why the Marines cant 
expand south or east, oh well. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Although, many of the alternatives would 
acquire land within Johnson Valley, Alternative 3 (which is still under 
consideration) would acquire land east of the Combat Center. 

 
 
Comment ID 229 

 
Last Name Moss 

 
First Name Andrew 

 
Comment It would be terrible to lose such a destination as The Hammers and Johnson 

Valley. I completely support the USMC and respect the training needs. 
However, I would hope that a compromise could be reached for a joint use 
agreement at the very least. A better option would be to leave the recreation 
area unaffected.  Regards, Andrew C. Moss 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 230 

 
Last Name johnson 

 
First Name steven 
 
Comment just want to say that i think it is wrong to displace people who use the ohv 

facility for a military who can use any other land to do training just as easy 
as it would to take away the land for us to use.we are on the same team so 
we should be able to work together,so please dont take away our ohv play 
ground !!!!!! so much potential in johnson valley 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 231 
 
Last Name Jones 

 
First Name Doug 

 
Comment My family has owned property in Landers for over 40 years. Dirt bike 

riding has been our family's greatest pastime for generations. The proposed 
project would dramatically reduce our available terrain and diminish our 
ability to continue our tradition in the high desert. I hope that this project 
can be accomplished in a way that does not take our desert away from us 
and future generations. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 232 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family and I have been enjoying the Johnson Valley off road area for 

more than ten years. This is a unique are where family and friends can 
gather and enjoy the desert.  The state of California has continued to reduce 
the amount of area available to the off roading public.  The Marines already 
have all of the area at Camp Pendelton and 29 palms! You don't need any 
more land! Use what you have more effectively and quit trying to take our 
limited off roading resource. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
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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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 233 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment please dod not take any more of the land ,re johnson/stoddard/lucerne 
 valley , 

 
Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 234 

 
Last Name molfino 

 
First Name tony 

 
Comment As a long time member of the santa cruz 4 wheel drive club as well as a 

long time outdoor enthusiast, It is a shame that we see all of our "public" 
lands being scooped up by the environmentalists, state and federal 
governments and knowing that my children may never know what it means 
to go 4 wheeling in some of the greatest areas that this country has to offer. 
I understand that our soldiers do need a place to train but i feel there has got 
to be many more areas that are not in such high use by the public that they 
they can use to train on. 
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Date Comment Received 3/22/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 235 

 
Last Name Gruenberg 

 
First Name Gavin 

 
Comment I am in favor of Alternative #3. Please keep Johnson Valley OHV open for 

current and future generations. Public access to this area has historically 
been extremely important and will continue to be important. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 236 

 
Last Name Babcock 

 
First Name Jeff 
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Comment We live in Yucca / landers and are concernendabout losing more of our off 

road riding area's. Soon there will be no more area's for familys and  kids to 
go for this kind of family fun. I am sure many of you enjoy this kind of 
riding that you can do with your family's as we do with ours. PLEASE 
think about it Thank you Jeff 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 237 

 
Last Name Kauker 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment Its time for the Marines to move from 29 Palms and stop expanding into 

recreational areas for CA residents.  I am against the expansion. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 238 

 
Last Name Kauker 

 
First Name James 
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Comment Has the military ever considered combining your training mission with 
protecting our boarders? What would be wrong with moving all our 
operations to a 2 mile wide zone from the Pacific to the gulf of Mexico? 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 

process. However, border patrol issues are considered to be outside the 
scope of this analyis. 

 
 
Comment ID 239 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I'm very disturbed to see the amount of land being requsitioned by the 

Marines in this study. As I do support the marines and their efforts to train 
our solders, I also would like to see my children and their children enjoy the 
recreation available in the area. There is an enourmous amount of history 
that has taken place in the areas that you are trying to shut down to the 
public. In addition you will effectivly be shutting down virtually all access 
east and west buy taking everything from the Mojave Preserve to Joshua t 
Tree N/P 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many 
of 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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Comment ID 240 
 
Last Name Eyrich 

 
First Name Gregory 

 
Comment First let me state that I am a strong supporter of our military and the role 

that it plays in protecting the freedom of US citizens. It is exactly that 
freedom that will be taken away if the proposed "Land Grab" proceeds.  I've 
been enjoying and riding the Johnson Valley area since 1976 - As soon as I 
could drive I was spending at least 2 weekends a month in the area. As you 
are fully aware, Johnson Valley is one of the few remaining open riding 
areas (OHV) in the state. It is home to a large number of AMA District 37 
off road races, provides significant opportunities for the movie industry, is 
loved by Jeepers, Rockhouds, and simply families looking to get away from 
the cities.  If Johnson Valley OHV is takn over by the military as has been 
recommened in the EIS it will force responsible OHV enthusiests like 
mnyself to seek other riding areas, many of which are likely to be in illegl 
areas.  I urge you to NOT take one of the few remaining Open Riding OHV 
areas away from the people. There are other alternatives for training which 
will not have such a huge impact on recreation in the area.  -Greg Eyrich 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 and illegal off-road riding. 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. 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 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 241 

 
Last Name Thompson 

 
First Name JoAnn 

 
Comment    Our family has begun off-roading in the past year to introduce our children 

to something other then city life.  We have loved seeing all that California 
has to offer! It truly saddens me that this may be taken away.  Johnson 
Valley is one of the few remaining areas we've only just begun to explore.  
Also, I can't imagine how the local mountain communities will suffer with 
the loss of income from travelers such as ourselves buying gas/food & 
camping.  Please reconsider this plan!  Don't take Johnson Valley away 
from the community!  Thank you for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 242 

 
Last Name Seda 

 
First Name Greg 
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Comment I have been going out with family and friends to Johnson Valley and many 
other areas in the Mohave Desert since 1965. Over the years I have seen our 
motorcycle riding areas taken away, to the point where we only have a very 
few small areas left. This causes the remaining areas to be over used. I 
would hope that the Johnson Valley OHV area would be left for families, 
and the Marine expansion go in another direction. Most of our riding areas 
have been taken away to supposadly protect plants or animals. I have a 
great respect for this Earth, but, when plants and animals take a back seat to 
humans, SOMETHING is terribly WRONG. Thank you for your 
consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 243 

 
Last Name Armstrong 

 
First Name Geoff 

 
Comment I would like to voice my concern about the plan to annex a large portion of 

the Johnson Valley OHV Area.  I personally use the area slated to be 
annexed quite often and would be quite disappointed to see it closed.  This 
area is a very unique area that cannot be found anywhere else in the 
country, the "hammer trails" are world class rock crawling trails, events 
centered around them bring a lot of money into the local economy, just ask 
any auto parts store or towing company in Lucerne Valley or Yucca Valley 
how often they get customers who broke their vehicles out there.  We have 
lost enough recreation land from various sources, please don't add another. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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 (including a 
majority of the Hammers area). Please refer to Sections 2.5 and 4.2 of the 
EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 244 

 
Last Name Plowman 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment As the uncle of a Marine stationed at 29 Palms I think I can have some say 

in this land grab that is being asked for. The area to the west of the base 
includes many world class off road vehicle areas and nothing that would 
facilitate training for Marines. There are many other areas currently unused 
on the base or at nearby Fort Irwin that would be a much better fit. The area 
of Johnson Valley the Marines are asking for offers some of the premier 
rock crawling in the world. This area was set aside for public use and 
should not be closed for training that can be better accomplished on land 
already closed to the public by both the Marines and the Army. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response 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 importance of Johnson 
Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land 
within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 245 
 
Last Name Sanderson 

 
First Name Derek 

 
Comment I am not in favor of the Johnson Valley OHV area being taken over for live 

fire exercises by the Department of the Navy. As an avid east coast OHV 
user, once public land is gone...it is gone forever. If Alternative #6 is 
choosen, I see the Department of the Navy's 2 month usage steadily 
increasing until the Johnson Valley OHV area is permanently closed to the 
public/OHV community. Has an economic impact study been conducted to 
show how closing or limiting public access to the Johnson Valley OHV 
area will hurt the local economy and the 
retail sales of companies that support the OHV community? 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 246 

 
Last Name Terry 

 
First Name Chuck 
 
Comment I am against any land aquisition by the government out in the 29palms area 

that will affect the Johnson Valley off road area. I have been riding 
motorcycles and camping there with my family for years as well as many 
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friends of mine. It is getting harder and harder to find Legal areas we can 
ride our dirtbikes and enjoy the outdoors with Friends and family. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 247 

 
Last Name Ness 

 
First Name Garrett 

 
Comment I would first like to say i am my fellow offroaders appreciate what our 

armed forces do for us. But what freedoms will we have left when we cant 
even enjoy offroading with our families and many of the soldiers and their 
families enjoy this hobby. With the economy the way it is Johnson Valley is 
a major income for the locals and their businesses. If you take this income 
from them it will put them in the poor house just like so many others right 
now.  I understand training and exercises but we need to keep some public 
land public. It is being closed all over the country for reasons like keeping it 
protected for future generations and you guys are going to bomb it and run 
tanks all over it. We users have protected it better then that. I urge you and 
beg you to choose somewhere else to do your training operations. Thank 
You 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response 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 
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recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 248 

 
Last Name Patzer 

 
First Name Jon 
 
Comment As designated wilderness land would be better managed and "protected" as 

part of a military base than just as areas on a map, I would like to see a 
request for Congress to transfer portions of the east side wilderness to the 
Marines. Major area loss in the at times heavily used Johnson Valley 
Recreation area hurts. At least part of it can be shared with military use 
under the proposed alternative.  It would be more favorable to me if 
mitigation for the lost recreational area could be accomplished by access by 
transient users to other portions of the base or other means. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 249 

 
Last Name barker 

 
First Name bryce 

 
Comment please review your choice for closing this riding area. a lot of families and 

groups use this area for recreation. i have been using this area for over 20 
years. this area means a lot to me. both for the memories i have, and the 
ones i wish to create. this is a designated riding area. green sticker fees help 
fund this area. surely there must be an area that is just as compatible 
somewhere else for our troops to train. please take your time and think fully 
on this matter. most people don't care , but the ones that do, that actually 
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utilize this land, care about it tremendously. we do not wan't to lose it. thank 
you for your time. bryce barker 

 
Date Comment Received 3/23/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 250 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment I have been recreating in Johnson Valley for over 20 years. My family has 

taken   me there since I was a small child. I have alot of fond memories 
from there of   camping with all my family and their friends. Some day 
when I have children of   my own, I hope we can continue the tradition. But 
now I am worried that it may   be in jepordy. I understand that the military 
needs areas to practice the   manuveurs.I have been recreating in Johnson 
Valley for over 20 years But I feel   that using Johnson Valley area is not in 
the publics best interest. Maybe if the   expansion could stay to closer to 29 
Palms and not to the west near Lucerne   would be a better choice. I am not 
sure if you realize how many people visit   Johnson Valley for many 
different reasons. Also the local bussiness count on the   visitors money and 
many could go out of bussiness without the tourism. thank   you, Kristi 
Hoffman 

 
Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
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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, 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 251 

 
Last Name geck 

 
First Name jeffrey 

 
Comment I do not need to send a entire essay like some people send. All i have to say 

is i absolutely love Johnson Valley. I have grew up out there going every 
couple years. I am now a proud owner of a Jeep and our group goes out 
there and has an absolute awesome time. There is yearly events out there 
like King Of The Hammers which is also a Huge event where people come 
ALL over the world for.  All in all i cannot imagine why in the world you 
guys would consider taking land that is used so much by the off road 
community. We keep the land clean and have desert clean ups for those 
who like to dump trash.  My BIGGEST question for you guys is:   What is 
so hard about going to Texas or another state where there is hundreds of 
miles of open, vacant land that is not used?  Please consider keeping this 
awesome place open for us to use. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 253 

 
Last Name Bogner 

 
First Name Danny 

 
Comment I am interested in hearing about the possibility of the Marines trying to take 

over Johnson Valley OHV area,this area has been set aside for public use as 
a family off highway vehicle recreational area and is used by thousands of 
tax payers most every weekend of the year. Also why would this area be 
needed if the combat situation in the middle east is going to end in 2012, 
and be taken from public use for EVER. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

and a wide range of other detailed materials about the proposed action are 
available on the project website at 
http://www.marines.mil/unit/29palms/LAS.  Public comments on the Draft 
EIS are an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 254 

 
Last Name bray 

 
First Name robert 
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Comment I am writing again to tell you how disappointed I am with our government. 

The people of the little town of Lucerne Valley doesn't stand a chance 
against the mighty Marine Corp. I work and play in Lucerne and moved to 
the area to enjoy off-roading. Johnson Valley is the biggest play area that 
we have left and the marines are going to take it even though the people 
have asked them to go East.  I spent a lot of money to build my house three 
years ago on the border of A.V. and L.V. and didn't know I'd be able to hear 
and see the Marines practicing. Now they want to come even closer to me! 
This is going to decrease my property values even more! There are many 
more reasons why the Marines should go to the East and there are so many 
other people besides those of us that live here, that are going to be greatly 
affected if you take over J.V.. Our Marines are the best trained in the world 
and have been doing fine so far. Why are you going to make the public pay 
for our governments greed? Please! Go to the East. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. Public 
comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-making 
process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 255 

 
Last Name berg 

 
First Name john 
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Comment taking the johnson valley ohv area is not in the best interest of the 

population that recreates in the desert. there is plenty of desert to the east of 
the base. the off road community is getting tired of being pushed into 
smaller areas and eventually the will push back with exspesive lawsuits 

 
Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. In addition, 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, and this alternative 
was carried forward for analysis in the EIS. Ultimately, Congress will make 
the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 256 

 
Last Name Isenbarg 

 
First Name George 

 
Comment Although I agree training like we wage war is very important, who are we 

waging war for, the public. When we take away lands that cannot be 
replaced to secure our way of life, are we not contradicting our own actions? 
I understand that finding another place, making trips to training areas, and 
any other option will cost tax payer additional dollars. This is still the action 
that should be done. Don't take away what amounts to over half of the 
known trails in a sport that has so few places to recreate. The military 
already must pratice deploying to wage war. Well deploy to pratice as well. 
Leave Johnson Valley alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 

 
Response 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 
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decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 257 

 
Last Name violette 

 
First Name wayne 

 
Comment i have grown up riding and camping in Johnson valley it kept me off of 

drugs and running on the streets of orange county I have 2 girls that I have 
raised and it has kept them drug free also. The public has very few areas left 
to OHV this would put us in much smaller locations which in turn there will 
be more injuries ext. Open the wilderness area the opisite direction that 
would give you more land and keep all of us off roaders very happy. The 
Marines can get that land open and we the people never would be able to 
get that area open for off roading. Thank you for listening. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 258 

 
Last Name Moncure 

 
First Name Ted 

 
Comment I fully support the Marine's need to train, and politely request that you 

expand into land farther from population centers, especially land which is 
currently off limits to motorized vehicle enthusiasts;  OHV use has been 
severely curtailed over the last 30 years by politically motivated land use 
policies, leaving only a fraction of the previously available acreage for 
recreational use.  Expanding into the OHV use area of Lucerne Valley 
essentially eliminates one of the best venues for off road racing left in the 
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State of California.  There are other areas such as the East side of Highway 
395, or closer to Las Vegas, where the impact on recreational users would 
be less than in Lucerne Valley.  Further, restricting airspace should be 
balnced by releasing other airspace (MOA's or restricted areas) currently 
used by the military.  Isn't it better to have a large restricted area for training 
in a single location rather than several restricted areas across the 
Southwest? Getting around in the desert in an General Aviation Airplane 
requires dodging all manner of special use airspace, most of which is vacant 
and unused.  How many thousands of gallons of avgas is burned flying 
around these empty MOA's and restricetd areas?  What is the impact on the 
economy, and on the environment? Would it be possible for the Marines to 
share Edwards AFB and use the land around that area for these excersises 
rather than appropriating more public use land and airspace?  Once again, I 
respectfully request that this plan be reconsidered as part of a larger land 
use plan which prioritizes the needs of the US citizens who pay taxes to 
support the military, who use the land, and a compromise be proposed 
which would allow for training room while minimizing the impact on the 
local community.  Thank you for your consideration, and thank you for 
your service to our country. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
Comment ID 259 

 
Last Name Slay 

 
First Name Clifton 

 
Comment I am wholly opposed to a complete land grab proposed for Johnson valley. 

The two month training time is acceptable as long as it is not a precursor to 
a twelve month permanent occupation. This land is the core of the the off 
road competition and recreational industry and greatly effects people at 
many levels. Recreationalists, media, manufactures of a large spectrum of 
products and services all gravitate to the area from the U.S. and from 
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around the world. This spawns income to the local area and promotes and 
expands interest in the off road industry, ultimately increasing commerce 
country wide. Johnson valley is one of a very few off highway Mecca's left 
in our country, with this continued posture there will be no land left for our 
current and future generations.  As a veteran of the US infantry I can 
empathize with the necessity for quality and realistic training areas, 
however I hope that a mutual compromise can be made in Johnson valley's 
regard that is fair for all perspectives of it's use.  Thank you,  Clifton Slay 

 
Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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 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. Ultimately, Congress will make the 
final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 260 

 
Last Name Williams 

 
First Name Brady 

 
Comment I Feel the Marines don't need anymore land in Johnson Valley.I feel you 

would be taking away from me and my family.We love to go there and run 
the trails and Dessert. 
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Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 
 
Response 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 

 
 
Comment ID 261 

 
Last Name Stephens 

 
First Name Clark 

 
Comment Don't close Johnson Valley. It's the last frontier for some of us. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 

 
Response 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 

 
 
Comment ID 262 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not close anymore open riding areas, as a groop we are constantly 

being squeezed out of more and more recreation areas. There are also too 
many homes to close to war game training. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/24/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 263 
 
Last Name Casto 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment I have nothing but respect for our American Military, I spent 4.5 yeary in 

the Army. The area near Means Dry Lake has some of the most popular 4 
wheels in the country. These trails were developed by the Victorvalley 4 
wheelers Club and have been heavily used by many 4 wheel drive clubs 
across the entire country for many years. My question is, isn't it possible to 
expand into the open desert toward the east of the base. As I drive from the 
Arizona border into the 29 Palms area on Hwy 62 I see a vast open desert 
from Vidal Junction to 29 Palms. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response 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, which was carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 264 

 
Last Name Athon 

 
First Name Donald 

 
Comment The areas open for recreational off-road vehicle use are continuing to shrink 

state-wide. Though sensitive to the need for the military to carry out their 
necessary training, it would seem that their options for expanding training 
areas are much greater than those looking for public lands on which to 
recreate. If this land acquisition is absolutely and uniquely necessary, 
perhaps there can be some land provided in another area presently 
controlled by the military and yet not in critical use. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 265 

 
Last Name Putman 

 
First Name Matt 

 
Comment Simply put, there are few wide open areas left where off-road enthusiasts 

can take their families for a real get-away. Johnson Valley is legendary for 
exactly that kind of destination.  I look forward to trips there where the kids 
arent on their cell phones, PS3, XBox, etc.. but are spending quality time 
away from the hustle with family.  PLEASE dont take this away. I will 
support our service men and women until I bleed. But it is this type of free 
lifestyle that I believe they are fighting for. Freedom and Liberty. These are 
public lands... let the public keep and use them.  Thank you. Kind Regards, 
Matt Putman and family. 

 
 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response 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 

 
 
Comment ID 266 

 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment if the Desert Turtles will be affected, I would say no but there is a lot of 

area out there. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 267 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would like to go on record as opposing any restriction to OHV use in this 
 area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 268 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment please reconsider taking so much quad riding area, I can see how the few 

other areas will handle all the riders. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response 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 

 
 
Comment ID 269 
 
Last Name Davis 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment Don't take what little recreational land we the public have left for OHV. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 

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

 
 
Comment ID 270 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I say no to the marines taking anymore land. NO 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 271 

 
Last Name okeefe 

 
First Name kevin 

 
Comment I object to removing land from the BLM controlled area. this area has been 

under preservation of the BLM to provide long term recreational use to the 
citizens of the US and to prvide a controlled enviorment for the floral and 
fauna. After years of protecting this region all is lost if the military conducts 
service operation in this sensitive region. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 272 
 
Last Name Prewitt 

 
First Name George T 

 
Comment Greetings: If this does end up happening, I would be behind option 6 and 

take the 10 months/year or so we as off roaders, and campers would get. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response 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 

 
 
Comment ID 273 

 
Last Name Davis 

 
First Name Keith 

 
Comment The Johnson Valley area needs to be open from the Cougar Buttes area, east 

to the Means Dry Lake & Hammer Trail area. This area is heavily used by 
families for camping and off road fun. We are all patriotic Americans & 
want the Marines to have the training they need, but the area is so large, that 
we should be able share this beautiful rugged desert. As far as the 
Environmental Impact, the Off Road users will do less damage than the 
Marines and there training will. By closing this to the Off Roader's, you will 
force them to over use the remaining areas that are open to ORV activity. 
That would be bad for the environment. PLEASE... Don't Tread On Us. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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 (including the 
Hammers area, Cougar Buttes, and Means Dry Lake). Please refer to 
Sections 2.5 and 4.2 of the EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 274 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I certainly understand the need for training and recognise the requirement 

for this proposed action.  I am an off roader and outdoor enthusiast.  Please 
do not encroach on the eastern side of the base.  I have seen the wildlife that 
reside in the mountains.  The Desert Bighorn Sheep are beautiful, magestic 
and attempting to squeak out an existance in the area.  Even though the 
acquisition does not encompass their usual habitat, it will be very close. I 
believe that closeness will affect their lifestyle. These shy and elusive 
creatures climb many mountains in search of food and I cannot imagine 
what a disturbance the actions of Marine activities nearby would do to their 
existance. I would rather see the land be taken from the western edge in the 
Johnson Valley area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 275 

 
Last Name Baker jr. 

 
First Name Dennis 

 
Comment If you take public or privite land you should have to replace it.Eminet 

domain should be a crime. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 276 

 
Last Name Cumming 

 
First Name Larry 

 
Comment As a landowner on the edge of the proposed acquisition, I oppose the 

proposal on the basis of safety, preserving the natural habitat and serenity of 
our environment, and strongly urge the government to find another 
alternative that does not so devastatingly affect the Johnson Valley area.  At 
present, we hear some of the Marine activity, and find it disruptive from 
time to time......should the area expand as proposed, all residents in the area 
would be powerfully negatively affected, to an extent that is absolutely 
unacceptable. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 277 

 
Last Name Cumming 

 
First Name Patricia 
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Comment My husband and I own land bordering the ORV area of Johnson Valley, 
and are extremely concerned about the proposed takeover of land for the 
Marine Base. We and our children are avid ORV'ers and nature lovers, and 
have developed a great love and appreciation for the beauty of the Johnson 
Valley area, it's history and natural beauty. We take great pride in making 
every effort to preserve it's intactness, and in sharing it with amazed and 
impressed visitors and friends. I believe that this would be lost if the 
proposed changes are implemented, and the beauty and perhaps more 
importantly, the safety of the area for all to enjoy, will be compromised. Do 
NOT allow the proposal to go forward! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 278 

 
Last Name Garmon 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment As a 3rd generation family that recreates in the Mojave Desert, I am in 

100% DISAGREEMENT with the following statement from you're web 
page; "Twentynine Palms is the only location with sufficient land and 
airspace potential to meet the training requirements"... This is a major land 
grab, essentially a theft from the Ca. people.  I love the Marine Corp, 
hoooa! However, you have enough training space as it is...please leave this 
alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 279 
 
Last Name Clavett 

 
First Name Steven 

 
Comment Hi my name is steve clavett. I am sending this in To help the efforts of 

many other friends and fellow offroaders. Now i do greatly support the 
military and especialy the marines in what they do for us, our country, our 
saftey, and our freedom. And i am forever in debt to these outstanding men 
and woman. I do understand the need for this land in order to train and 
ready people to better prepare for what they are about to face. How ever. 
This land is become almost a life goal for people like me. Seeing how 
people can work together and have fun in the way of offroading in the 
johnson valley area is very special to me and my community. My father has 
been very active in what the offroad community has been doing out there 
with the "King of the Hammers" race and it has become more than just 
getting some friends together for a weekend of fun. it is a tradition and for 
some a way of life. I have shared some very special times there with my 
father and have always hoped to have kids of my own and to be able to 
share this experience as it has been shared with me. I am now attending 
school for auomotive in hopes to one day. make it out there with my own 
offroad rig myself that I have built and prepared just so I my experience 
what has becomea legend. Please do not strip me from my dreams. There 
has to be anouther place where you can train and support our troops. i do 
not want them to go un trained i would just like it to happen at a diffrent 
facility. This place represents A sort of home or well being for allot of 
people. And if you take this away from us it will be devistating to more 
people than you can imagine. Please for the sake of current and future 
offroaders. Do not take away johnson valley. Thank you, Steven 

 
Date Comment Received 3/25/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 280 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Can not view your files even though we have Adobe 9.4.3 as you stated we 

need.  Don't know why 29 palms can't continue to use/share the area of FT. 
Irwin.  The government has taken over enough land.  The area proposed 
(AKI Johnson Valley/Hammers) is greatly used by off-roaders and is a very 
senic area.  Environmentalists keep finding ways to close everything to off-
roading.  The land and people can and have gotten along well together for 
many years. Leave us somewhere to go. Don't know why you provied the 
public a opportunity to speak as the gov. always takes what they want 
anyway! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/26/2011 

 
Response 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. such as 
Fort Irwin) 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 281 

 
Last Name Loiselle 

 
First Name Gary 

 
Comment I believe having a trained Marine Corps is very important. I also believe 

that Johnson Valley is a cherished public use area that has been and 
continues to be enjoyed by many for many reasons. These types of Public 
lands continue to shrink, California OHV funds continue to be misdirected 
and many other area's around the base that do not encompass a OHV area 
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should be considered. I believe the direction should go east of the Base 
where many do not go or recreate. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/26/2011 

 
Response 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). 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, and this alternative 
was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 282 

 
Last Name Hatzenbuhler 
 
First Name Glenn 

 
Comment   ohnson Valley has been an Off Road Recreation Area for 40+ years. In fact, 

it is one of the few remaining Off Road Areas left for vehicle racing. While 
I am aware of the training needs of the USMC, I feel other areas 
surrounding the 29 Palms could be utilized. If you must use this particular 
area, an acre for acre land swap must be implemented in order to address 
the future needs of the Off Road Recreation Area users. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 283 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please consider moving east out of the recreation area. My family and I 

depend on area's like the Johnson Valley for our type of recreation. 
Motorized access is what makes it possible for my family to enjoy the 
outdoors. I am currenty dis- abled and my wife is handicapped. Without this 
access it would be impossible for us to enjoy the back country.  Thank you, 
Robert Escalera 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response 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, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis 
in the EIS. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 284 

 
Last Name kapko 

 
First Name pat 

 
Comment After using the Johnson valley area for over 30 years I feel the Marines 

should look ans areas to the east of the base 
 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response 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, and this alternative was carried forward for analysis 
in the EIS.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 285 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment By closing the Johnson Valley the tens of thousands of people that ride and 
recreate in the Desert will be squeezed down to even smaller patch of 
desert. This over crowding will put the public at risk and over use of the 
desert will impact the small patch of renaming desert still open.  This will 
force Illegal Use of the Closed areas and encourage illegal riding and 
driving in environmentally sensitive areas. Every citizen should insist the 
Military Share the Large bases surrounding the 29 Palms base not take 
more desert. Te Army recently expanded and took over a large section of 
desert just north of Barstow. They should share with the Marines! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 286 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family and I are opposed to the Marines taking over a portion of 

Johnson Valley.  Johnson Valley is the largest OHV area in the U.S., and 
should remain that way.  We have been going to Johnson Valley as a family 
for years. Moreover, we live in Lucerne Valley and the economic impact on 
our town needs to be seriously considered.  The businesses in Lucerne 
Valley survive on the off-roaders that go Johnson Valley.  The Q&A states 
that it would still be available ten months out of the year.  Two months of 
this land being closed to the public will have a negative impact on these 
businesses and may cause some of them to close their doors.  Again, WE 
ARE OPPOSED TO THE MARTINES TAKING LAND FROM 
JOHNSON VALLEY. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 

important part of the decision-making process.  This information becomes 
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part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  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. 

 
 
Comment ID 287 

 
Last Name Marcum 

 
First Name Donald 

 
Comment Just wanted to share my thoughts on the new land acquisition.  I recently 

visited Johnson Valley OHV area last month for the King of Hammers 
Race.  Johnson Valley was a great place.  I feel it was a huge mistake to 
take this land away from all of the enthusiasts.  Myself from CO and two 
others from MO flew into Las Vegas and rented a RV and camped in 
Johnson Valley for the week.  We spent a great amount of money in the 
local lucerne valley area.  Im not sure if totals have been made but Im sure 
millions were spent into the local economy during this one week event.  
Everyone worked well with BLM and their strict requirements at this year's 
KOH race.  If Johnson Valley is kept open this event will continue to grow 
and bring more money into the local economy than the local could ever 
imagine.  Please keep this area open!!!! We are loosing land to legally use 
more and more every day.  This is really a unique place I feel everyone 
should get a chance to experience before its taken over and closed. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 288 
 
Last Name Eberstein 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Due to the dwindling areas of availability for OHV users I would like to see 

the USMC leave the area as is.  Civilian and Military co-existence rarely 
works and usually ends in one or the other leaving.  I have stood my watch 
and understand the need for good training.  There is plenty of underutilized 
areas already restricted that should be looked into before these lands are 
seized. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response 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 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 289 

 
Last Name pealstrom 

 
First Name eric 

 
Comment my concern with the amount of land the marines want to take, it will take 

away from open desert that i refer to as a second home! i grew up near 29 
palms marine base (in yucca valley) and having to deal with that. i have no 
problems with them wanting to expand for training just not to the west. the 
west is pretty much all that's left for us ohv users in the Johnson Valley 
area. with so much land to the east that's not open to us.why cant the 
marines go that way. its further away from the population as well! the noise 
and air traffic will be a major problem being that close to major desert city's 
and towns. taking away from the desert for ohv use will also hurt some 
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smaller towns in the area with the loss of much needed business. not to 
mention with people not going riding then they do not spend money on or 
purchase ohv's which hurts that already weak industry. i have already been 
in the bad side of the decline in the industry due to the crash of the 
economy and was out of work for 6 months. if this expansion goes through 
it will be another big blow to the Southern California off road industry. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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, which 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 290 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am against expansion of the Twentynine Palms Marine Base into Johnson 

Valley. Expansion into Johnson Valley is inconsistent with the Johnson 
Vally OHV Area Management Plan. The impacts to OHV recreation would 
significant, which would also negatively impact the economies of the small 
communities surrounding Johnson Valley.  At a time when OHV use has 
been steadily rising, acreage available for OHV use has been decreasing. 
The further decrease in available acreage due to the base expansion to the 
west would be devastating.  I recently traveled from my home in Western 
Colorado to Yucca Valley, CA, along with seven other friends and family 
members, for the sole reason of enjoying the OHV recreation available in 
Johnson Valley.  With the acreage currently available for OHV recreation, 
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we were able to enjoy 6 days of fun in the desert, and spent 7 nights in 
Yucca Valley. While we were there we stayed in a local hotel, purchased 
fuel several times, purchased groceries, visited local 4WD shops for repairs, 
made purchases in local auto parts stores, and ate in several different local 
restaurants and coffee shops. Another group from Colorado, larger than our 
group, was there the same week we were, also spending their vacation 
dollars in the local communities. It's due to the current quality of OHV 
opportunities that recreationists like us make the 700+ mile trip to spend our 
vacation time and money in Johnson Valley. We wouldn't do that if the base 
were to take away the public's access to the public lands that are of high 
value to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. The EIS also evaluates land use incompatibilities and 
inconsistencies in Section 4.1. 

 
 
Comment ID 291 

 
Last Name Lowe 

 
First Name Norman 

 
Comment Hello,  I understand the need for training,being former military myself.I 

believe there is room for both. I and my sons are desert racers in a club 
which was born from ex wwII military after discharge. Please dont take one 
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of the last spots left to ride and camp and spend time with family.  Thank 
you for listening,  Norman Lowe 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 
 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 292 

 
Last Name Hirvela  
 
First Name George  
 
Comment It's public land!!!  
 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 293 

 
Last Name Rauen 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment The off roading community should be reimbursed with the same amount of 

land for our use. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 294 
 
Last Name Barker 

 
First Name Don 

 
Comment I am completly against this land accusition. My Family and I spend 

approximitly 10-15 days a year camping, riding in Johnson Valley. As a tax 
paying citizen I feel my freedom is slowly being taken away. There are only 
a few areas we can ride our ohv vehicals and taking Johnson Valley away 
from the public will only cause other open areas to be more crowded but 
also more dangerous. Please reconceder this land grab and listen to the 
public input. Thank You Don B 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 295 

 
Last Name SHULER 

 
First Name EARL 

 
Comment I BELIEVE IN A VERY STRONG MILATERY. VERY STRONG. NO 

BODY TAKES ON ONE THEY KNOW THEY CANT BEAT. AND I 
BELIEVE IN CARRING THE BIGGEST STICK ALSO.NOT TO USE 
FOR EVIL BUT FOR GOOD..I HAVE SERVED IN THE US NAVY 
AND AM PROUD TO SAY SO. I LOVE AMERICA AND THE 
MILATERY. BUT I HAVE LOVED TO RIDE AND RACE 
MOTCYCLES ALL MY LIFE. AND SEEN HOW WE THAT DO HAVE 
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HAD TO FIGHT FOR EVERY FOOT OF GROUND WE RIDE ON FOR 
OVER 40 YEARS WE HAVE HAD LAND TAKEN AWAY FROM US 
.PUBLIC LANDS THAT WE SERVED AND DEFINDED TO KEEP AS 
FREE AMERICAN.  THE LUCERN VALLEY AREA HAS BEEN A 
GREAT PLACE TO RIDE IN FOR OVER 50 YEARS.AND NOW YOU 
ASK US TO GIVE IT UP AND LEAVE US WITH NOTHING.  IF THE 
GOVERMENT GIVES US ANOTHER LARGE AREA TO USE AND 
RIDE IN IT IS OK. BUT DONT JUST THROW US A BONE. AND 
THINK IT WILL BE OK.THERE IS FAR MORE LAND IN THIS 
COUNTRY THAN WE WILL EVER USE FOR OPEN RIDEING. SO IF 
THE GOVERNMENT TREATS THE PEOPLE OF AMERICAN THAT 
LOVE TO RIDE AND USE FOR RECREATION. AND IT IS GOOD 
LAND THEN I HAVE NO PROBLEM WITH IT. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response 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.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in 
the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 296 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would like to lend my support for the Marine Corp expaning their trainig 

facilities at 29 Palms. Having spent time in the area as a guest of a 
retired Marine as well as a periodic recreational user of the Johnson Valley 
OHV area and surrounding areas I would like to lend my support to 
Alternative 3 as the best alternative. I believe that Alternative 3 will provide 
the Marine Corps the needed space for training and have the least impact on 
the the citizens of the area and recreational users. Please make Alternative 3 
your prefered alternative. The current preferred alternative - Alternative 6 is 
superior to alternatives 1, 2, 4 & 5 but has a greater potential for a negetive 
impact on the local citizens and recreational users thus I believe that 
Alternative 6 should be ranked second to Alternative 3.  What are the 
proposed 2 months that the public would be restricted from portions of the 
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Johnson Valley OHV area under Alternative 6? Please keep in mind that the 
Johnson Valley OHV area currently sees minimal usage from May 15 - 
October 15 with peak usage occuring during the remaining 7 months.   
Alternative 3 is a great alternative / option and I hope that the Marine Corp 
will successfully pursue this alternative / option. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The proposed two months of usage have not 

been determined at this time; however it is expected that training would 
occur in the spring and fall.  Exact timeframes will be determined and 
commuicated to the public if Alternative 4, 5, or 6 is selected.      

 
Comment ID 297 

 
Last Name Barnes 

 
First Name Bruce 

 
Comment I am upset that the military and the BLM are constantly trying to take away 

our off road areas.  I am an avid off roader and I respect the desert highly.  I 
participate in CORVAs Clean Dezert program every year.  I always take 
away more trash then I bring.  I "spot correct" and or report vandalism and 
or abuse of the dezert.  I know alot of this si due to the tragedy that 
happened at Luncerne Vallley last August. My opinion on that issue is that 
it was no fault of the drivers and the fans were too close to the track. I am 
pleaded not to take anymore of our off road areas.  Thanks.  Bruce Barnes 

 
Date Comment Received 3/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 298 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We as Americans appreciate the great work the men and women of the 

military are doing. I myself are a veteran and believe it is our duty to 
support our country. But I have a real problem with another big land grab of 
our public OHV land. Having lived in Calif for 25yrs, Ive watched acres 
after acres being fenced off from the public and turned into preserves for 
the enviroment. With this land grab it will take at least half of the Johnson 
Valley public OHV land, the same land we take our families and friends out 
to enjoy the beauty of the high desert. With the econuts grabing public land 
for national preserves and the military needing more for training, whats left 
for the public. If this action happens, the state needs to repace the acerage 
like for like with land in the high desert. With 29 Palms being the largest 
Marines base, isn't it large enough? 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 299 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment If the 29 Palms training area is the only place where the Marines can fullfil 
their training need, then they need to go east and expand to the Arizona 
boarder.  I am aware of the small area of protected land east of the base, and 
if expanding east, this would cause a bottleneck for training.  Well, what if 
this was a war, what are the Marines going to do, say sorry, can't go that 
way, because of a bottleneck. Take that land too then. The Marines are not 
worried about preserving the environment anyway, not when they use life 
munitions and bombs. Go east, stay out of Johnson Valley. Stay away from 
the people who live there, do business there. Don't take their homes, go 
east, nobody is out there. Don't take the best recreation area in Southern 
California, Johnson Valley OHV Area. It is very sad the people in our 
country has to fight their own military for what is theirs, when there are 
other solutions available. You have over 900 square miles already, if you 
can't make it happen with that, what is the problem? Go train with Army in 
Barstow. You go to war with them, go train with them. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 300 

 
Last Name Stocker 

 
First Name Eric 

 
Comment The continued training of our freedom fighting forces is paramount to 

anything that could conflict my recreational riding and camping tours. But, 
I am pleased with the Co-habitation of the training grounds. You have an 
established 2 month schedule and the OHV areas are open for use the other 
ten months of the year. THANK YOU,Military and political leaders. By 
putting the military training first and still letting the public in and planning 
for us to be there is a great bennifit for all interested parties. The ONLY 
way for me to keep my freedom and my freedom to ride is for the military 
to be there first. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 301 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment   Do not take the Johnson Valley OHV lands from the public. There are 

many alternative methods and land areas that can be used. This is stealing 
from the citizens of America. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
 
 
Comment ID 302 

 
Last Name Sims 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment The area under consideration has very unique and challenging terrain suited 

well for the type of off-roading my family has enjoyed for three 
generations. While my entire family understands and respects the need for 
specific features in our Armed Forces training grounds, we respectfull 
request that the areas surrounding Means Dry Lake be left open to the 
public. Thank You 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 303 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I hope that this does not go through. I live in and recreate in this area. My 

family and many friends have been utilizing this public land for many 
years. I would hate to see it closed down to such a small area. I race the 
District 37 desert series and this will drastically affect it and the entire ohv 
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community. Which will intern effect the economy. My towns economy is 
greatly affected by the weekend recreation dollars that are generated by the 
ohv community. I hope this expansion does not go through. It would be a 
shame to cause even more people to become unemployed so that 1% of the 
United States population can have a bigger training area. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 304 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I understand the importance of training troops for combat. However, with 

the vast amounts of land to the east and the resources already available at 
Ft. Erwin, I fail to understand overtaking the area currently being used by 
the off-road vehicle users. We have already limited areas to recreate and 
this acquistion will severely impact us. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 
 
Response 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). 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, which 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 305 
 
Last Name Callicott 

 
First Name Charles 

 
Comment I am a supporter of the US military, however I am adamatly opposed to the 

aquisition of land in the Johnson valley off road area. Wholesome family 
recreation is getting hard to find. Off road areas are increasingly under 
attack and closure. protection of public lands should be our highest priority. 
What is the point of spilling American blood only to close ouselves out of 
our own land? Military training is of the utmost importance, but not at the 
expense of the land and life style the military is tasked to protect. 
Respectfully submitted, Charles Callicott 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 

comment and participation in the NEPA process. Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 306 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please discontinue the thought,and action of seizing land from the 

taxpaying ohv community. We have been stangled to death already by the 
enviromentalists,we don't need to lose any more riding area from the 
military too. We pay our taxes,and bring in large amounts of money into the 
lucern valley and neiboring cities with our races. Our people are of family 
nature,and our racing is our life.many of our racers are active and retired 
military,police and fire fighters.  We are the good people of the usa that 
fully support our troops and federal funding for the saftey of our nation. 
Please don't take from us,the people that love and cherish you. There are 
many better options rather to take our land.please refrain from this and take 
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land elsewhere if absolutly needed.the ohv community loves you 
guys,please show us some love and let us be,and let us keep our racing. If 
you take this land you will destroy an american tradition.the only other 
place we have is red mountian,and that is limited to. I drive hundreds of 
miles just to race here and be wih my friends and family.please don't take 
this from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 307 

 
Last Name Hunt 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment I understand the issue of space. Please understand the off road communities 

position on space. For decades, we have been pushed into smaller and 
smaller areas to recreate and participate in our sport to the point where there 
is hardly any land left. If there was a compromise where one area of 
restricted land was given to off roaders in exchange for what the Marines 
wish to take, then there would be more support. However, with the current 
options, this is not the case and as a result, we are losing again. It is sad. 
Between the environmentalists and now the Marine Corps, there soon will 
be nothing left. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response 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 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 308 
 
Last Name Nay 

 
First Name Donn 
 
Comment I feel the concerns of the THOUSANDS of off road families that use the 

Johnson Valley Off Highway Vehicle area have not been properly 
addressed in the EIS. In addition the affect on the surrounding economy 
will be significant and also has not been addressed properly. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 

recreation.  The EIS analysis found that alternatives involving acquisition of 
land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation. 
The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). The EIS found that there would be a direct 
economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on 
limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
Comment ID 309 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Once the public land is gone it will never be returned. Loss of this land 

would be a blow to freedom; freedom to use the land as the public sees fit.  
The recreational vehicle community is under attack in California by 
environmentalists. That attack should not be compounded by the US Marine 
Corps. I would support their project if there was other suitable land opened 
to recreational use. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 310 
 
Last Name Galletta 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment I respectfully submit that the Johnson Valley OHV area remain open to 

public access indefinitely, without limitation. Johnson Valley OHV is a 
jewel of the OHV comunity and has been enjoyed for generations and 
should be accessable for generations to come. I believe the offroad 
community has less of an environmental impact than any military operation 
conducted in the area. I also believe that our community should not agree to 
share the area with the U.S. Marine Corp because I believe the Marine Corp 
will determine that more training time will be needed to conduct exercises 
in Johnson Valley OHV and our right to access the land will be gone. 
Therefore, I petition to opt for No Action- ( No New Land). I respect the 
U.S. Armed Forces and all service members for their sacrifice to uphold our 
freedom at home. We have the most powerful military force in the world. 
Surely our forces can maintain this strength without encroaching onto 
Johnson Valley OHV.  Sincerely submitted, Robert Galletta. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 311 

 
Last Name Jones 

 
First Name Wayne 

 
Comment There are so many things wrong with this...Environmentally: Whats worse 

for the plants and animals, atv's, dirt bike's, 4x4's or 3 battalions of tanks? 
Economically: You're going to crush apple and lucerne valleys. If this 
expansion is allowed to happen there will be no reason for anyone to pass 
through these cities. That should put a dent in local businesses and tax 
revenues.  Safety: California already has too few ohv areas and you plan on 
taking one more away. which mean more and more people in the remaining 
areas.  Land use: This is public land after all. I really enjoy the space and 
freedom it provides. Its great having somewhere to go that doesn't charge an 
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entry fee for some tables, a pit toilet and the option to pay $10 more for 
wifi.  Alt 6 is still a land grab. Should we be excited the marines lock down 
3/4s of the area in question and leave 1/4 for us depending on the time of 
year? Fort Irwin has plenty of space and I doubt the Army is training 100% 
of the time. As for your 'goals' not being compatible, schedule some time 
when the army isn't running maneuvers and do whatever you want. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response 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.  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. 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 312 

 
Last Name Sigwing 

 
First Name Greg 

 
Comment There isn't a service member around I would not give the shirt off my back 

to, but who is running the show in our military? Marines need all this space 
to practice a large scall battle? Who is keeping up with current events at 
Marine headquarters? Maybe the Chinese could pull this off but do the 
Marines think the Chinese are going to waste resources on a desert war in 
the middle east? No, they are smarter than us. Also, if they invaded the US; 
do we realy belive they will head for our desert south west to do battle? Our 
current enemies do not have the resources to fight that kind of war and the 
Chinese would not head for the Mojave to have it out with the Marines. 
This is just a blatant waste of tax payor money. Our military needs to be 
mobile, efficient and deadly. Do the brilliant generals realy belive that there 
will be a war in the future were a bunch of tanks and soldiers will line up 
across an open area from each other and then say ready set go!? We need a 
compentently run military and the mentality this land grab is based on 
scares me. It is not about proper training it is a money grab. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response 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 
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Comment ID 313 
 
Last Name Rogers 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment As a military family who supports our warriors in every respect, I oppose 

the proposed land grab in Johnson Valley California. This area is regarded 
the world-over as the premier off-road destination in the world. The King of 
Hammers race brings tens of thousands of people to Means Dry Lake Bed 
to witness the world's toughest off-road race.  I understand that the military 
would like to expand their training area into our off-road Mecca, but to me, 
you are taking away land owned by the people, against our will.  Using this 
land for military operations will have a far more negative impact on the 
environment than families driving their Jeeps do. Also, once you start 
dropping ordinance in the area, it will never again be given back to its 
rightful owners (the public) for safety reasons. We have already seen how 
this works out in other areas of California and in Nevada.  Its amazing that 
given the vast expanse of desert in the southwest, due to military use and 
environmental regulations, the public only gets to enjoy a very small 
portion, and now you plan to take that.  Please reconsider taking this land 
away from us, so that our children and grand children can enjoy it like my 
father and I have. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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final decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 314 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment When is all this land grabbing going to stop? 29 palms is an area in which I 

have enjoyed outdoor recreation for years and to think that all this will 
come to an end makes me sick. I am all for the training of our armed forces, 
but why dont you grab land in another country like IRAQ, or Libya or 
another country that the US invades for unknown reasons. Please reconsider 
taking all of our land for this purpose. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 315 

 
Last Name Modliszewska 

 
First Name Kinga 

 
Comment I'm a AMA District 37 member, and before each race we are admonished 

about the environmental protection of the desert turtles. We are required to 
stop and to carry (in the proper direction!)each turtle we see on our road in 
order to protect it. I wonder what difference does it make, since the U.S. 
army will blow them out either way! I do not agree for taking public land 
from the people. I do not want to lose Johnson Valley OHV, where my 
family spent quality time. U.S. Army has enough place to train somewhere 
else! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 316 

 
Last Name Lilburn 

 
First Name Stephen 

 
Comment To whom and at what address do you address written comments to the 
 DEIS? 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

 
Response The address to submit written comments was provided on the EIS cover 

sheet, and is: Mr. Chris Proudfoot, Proposed 29Palms Land 
Acquisition/Airspace Establishment Project, MAGTFTC, MCAGCC, Bldg. 
1554, Box 788104, Twentynine Palms, CA 92278-8104 

 
Comment ID 317 

 
Last Name Herrera 

 
First Name Jim 
 
Comment This sucks 

 
Date Comment Received 3/28/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 318 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family and friends use Johnson Valley as means to relax and enjoy 

some offroad activity at least twice a month. Please leave us some room to 
roam and enjoy the vast desert to get away from all the rush rush.. I have 3 
youngsters that always ask "Daddy, When are we going camping again". I 
would like to keep on saying, "2 more weeks"  Thank You, Steve Roberts 
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Date Comment Received 3/29/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 319 

 
Last Name Eddy 

 
First Name Max 

 
Comment I Max Eddy & Family ask the Marines or the U.S. Military to stop Invading 

are Public Lands(Johnson Valley) for the so called use of more training. 
The Natl. Training Center at Ft Irwin has already expanded on our Public 
Lands to the North of Us here in Barstow. Now the Marines want to take 
the Very Lands We have left to Recreate on, to the South(Johnson 
Valley).STOP, Go south towards the "Yuma Proving Grounds" and Make 
yourself a Corridor there, and Expand east and west at the U.S. border and 
Really Train the Marines for Real life urban Situations that could use Your 
Modern Warfare Technology , seal the Border and Stop the Drug cartels 
and human traffickers from treading on US Soil.and Making there own 
Corridor's. Further more stop wasting Billions of our taxpaying Dollars on a 
Expansion that is taking away the very Lands that the People of the U.S. 
Recreate on. The US Military Should protect Us from evading forces from 
taking our land , But the Military is the very force taking our land that We 
have Left to Recreate on.STOP THE NONSENSE AND GO SOUTH 
TOWARDS THE BORDERS AND MAKE GOOD OUT OF A BAD 
SITUATION.Stop Making Us people in the Mojave Desert feel like 1800 
Native Americans being kicked off Our Reservation by the US cavalry 
!!.We already Gave 100's of Square miles to the Army at Ft. 
Irwin.Squeezed out and nowhere to Go. Sincerely ,Thank and God Bless 
the USA.Max Eddy Family 

 
Date Comment Received 3/29/2011 
 
Response 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 
discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered other 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 320 

 
Last Name Mock 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment I have been following this issue for some time. As an active offroader, my 

wife, two daughters, and I have spent many weekends exploring the area in 
and around Johnson Valley and the Means dry lake bed. Those trips have 
provided my family with many fond memories and hopefully many more to 
come but I am concerned that the current plan of limited access, 10 months, 
is only a stepping stone to complete closure of the area. As a veteran of the 
US Air Force, I appreciate the need for top level training facilities for all 
branches of our military and I support land acquisitions when necessary but 
in this case I can't see the advantage of training lands so close to popular 
offroading areas. It seems like an accident waiting to happen to place live 
fire exercises so close to public use land or even worse share lands. As I 
mentioned before I am very familiar with the area and know there is more 
than enough land out there between 29 palms and highway 40 away from 
the popular offroading areas that can serve as raining areas. It is my opinion 
that NAVFAC and the Marine Core stay away from the popular offroading 
areas in Johnson Valley and expand East for their training areas. Having a 
shared use area in my opinion is dangerous and only provides opportunity 
for the future complete closure of the area after one or two inevitable 
incidents.  Thank you, Chris Mock 

 
Date Comment Received 3/29/2011 

 
Response 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 
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are an important part of the decision-making process.  This information 
becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of 
the Navy during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the 
final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 321 

 
Last Name Garrison 

 
First Name Nevin 

 
Comment Yes we need to train our troops. Yes we need land to do this. But you need 

not to take this land from us The People. There is plenty of land east of 
Johnson Valley that is more than applicable to host live training. The 
impact of this would be devastating to the off road community. It would 
also destroy the lively hood of many business and organizations the depend 
on the users of this land to generate revenue for their business. I strongly 
oppose the joint uses of Johnson valley as we would not be able to use this 
land once live ordnances have been fired. This would be considered a hot 
zone and would be permanently shut down to the public. SAVE JOHNSON 
VALLEY!!!  Thank you Mr. Garrison and Family 

 
Date Comment Received 3/29/2011 

 
Response 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, which 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.   
 
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 sweep, and range clearance) that would be 
implemented under Alternative 4, 5, or 6 that would allow the Restricted 
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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).  

 
 
Comment ID 322 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I was brought up in rural Illinois on a farm and participated in the Boy 

Scouts for the majority of my adolescent life. The outdoors have been a part 
of my life for as long as I can remember and I want to pass this on to my 
children.  I have been taking my family out to Johnson Valley, Cougar 
Buttes, and the San Bernardino National Forest as often as I possibly can 
for camp outs and family recreation for the last 3 years. I think it is an 
important part of teaching my children about the environment and the 
responsibility we have as human beings to be good stewards of it. My 
children have been able to see and experience the outdoors in a way that 
many my civilian peers have only seen through books and the internet. This 
also gives my wife and I an opportunity to really press home, what we 
believe, is a good moral foundation for our children. As a member of the 
off-road/Off-Highway Vehicle (OHV) community and having been a U.S. 
Marine for over 17 years I have the following comments to be submitted on 
the Draft Environment Impact Statement (DEIS). The DEIS does not cover 
some of the crucial points that the OHV community would need answered. 
Is the Federal Government, Department of the Navy, and United States 
Marine Corps willing to take on liability for the public in the use of the 
Restricted Public Access Area (RPAA) and the management of an OHV 
area? In the management of public lands and specifically Johnson Valley 
the BLM has stipulations for Special Recreational Permits (SRP) which 
include specific insurance levels for event holders. For the Marine Corps to 
get into public land management I believe is a bad idea, especially from a 
liability perspective. Much of the actual management of the RPAA is not 
defined in the DEIS and I believe for the government and its people to 
make an informed decision on the Marine Corps Air Ground Combat 
Center (MCAGCC) Land Acquisition that these details need to be worked 
out. What will the process for permitting RPAA users would be? How 
would that access permitting be policed? Would there be infrastructure 
there in Johnson Valley to support the un-informed desert adventurer and 
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provide them the training and access same day? What would event 
promoters need to do as far as obtaining a SRP? Would there be fees 
involved? How would that work if an event was to take place in both the 
RPAA and the open access area of Cougar Buttes, i.e. as an event promoter 
would I have to pay both the Marine Corps and the BLM to be able to host 
that event? What levels and what type of insurance would need to be 
obtained for the event? Johnson Valley has also supported the filming 
industry as well, how would those crew members (some being hired on the 
day of) be permitted use? I have participated in several division level 
exercises at the combat center that I think would come close to the size of a 
MEB type “large scale exercise” where, in the Final Exercise (FINEX) the 
ground force (2-3 Battalions) would assault from the southeast, through 
multiple corridors, using combined arms and consolidate on a target in the 
northwestern corner of the Combat Center know as the Sunshine Peak 
Training Area (TA). I personally have not participated in one of those 
exercises since the summer of 2003 I have however; been to both Iraq and 
Afghanistan as part of an Infantry Battalion/Battalion Landing Team. Since 
then technology and tactics have changed and I accept that it may require 
more ground to fully exercise those assets. But, as a former member of the 
MCAGCC Range Control, I know that 1st Marine Division has sent a 
Special Purpose Marine Air Ground Task Force (SPMAGTF) within the 
last year to conduct such an exercise (Steel Knight) with over 10,000 
troops, just slightly smaller than the exercise force for a MEB exercise. I 
also understand that the Sunshine Peak TA has been closed to all training 
units so that aircraft exiting the R2501 airspace can expend any remaining 
ordnance they have on their craft so they can land safely at their home base. 
If we require more land to complete our training I think it is the Marine 
Corps’ responsibility to look inward first. While being assigned to 2d 
Marine Division we did several long range exercises including some 
Tactical Exercises Without Troops (TEWTs) hopping from Camp Lejeune 
through various public lands all the way to Fort A.P. Hill. Whereas the land 
was only temporarily occupied, this would be the case with a MEBEX, and 
did not require an increase in infrastructure or any significant cost to the 
Marine Corps.  I think that an alternative of partial public land closure to 
the public during a MEBEX where the operating force would simply 
maneuver through public lands would not incur significant cost to the 
Marine Corps or be a detriment to the public’s recreational opportunities. I 
believe that if additional land ownership is a requirement of the MEB level 
exercises it would best be played out as put forth in the DEIS as Alternative 
3. I have operated at Fort Bliss which has a similar Main Service Road 
(MSR) running north/south through the training area that must be closed by 
unit road guards for unspecified times which is also not too unlike Highway 
172 at Camp Lejeune. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/29/2011 
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Response 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).  An 
Educational Outreach Plan would also be developed under all action 
alternatives.  The Recreation Management Plan would be subject to further 
analysis and public involvement under NEPA, including soliciting input 
from the public, BLM, and other agencies. 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.   

 
Comment ID 323 

 
Last Name Conway 

 
First Name Ray 

 
Comment I am an off road motorcycle enthuiast since 1967. I got my start in 

motorcylcing in the shadow of the 29 palms marine base, as my gradfather 
had a homestead on bluegrass trail. While I always support the milatary 
missions that are assigned by the president. The lose of use of Johnson 
valley would hurt just the same as the loss of the towers in New York.  The 
very task of protecting the citizenship can not justify takeing the very lands 
away you are assiged to protect.  Th 29 palms base is very large and i would 
suggest taht the train rules be changed so that the Marines needs can be met 
on their current lands available  Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 3/29/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 324 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment As a former active duty Marine I agree that the training required is essential 

for combat operations, But I have seen too much recreation land become off 
limits to offroad campers, motorcycles and other offroad recreation. The 
Johnson Valley area is still one of the few places wide open to experience 
the freedoms which service men of all branches have fought for. The desert 
is a very large place shrinking on an ongoing basis. Before I would be on 
board with any additional acqusition of public lands I would like to see the 
existing lands used more efficiently. We tend to want more without using 
what we have wisely. Show the maps with the plans before attaching the 
property and then ask yourselves if this is really what you need!! 

 
Date Comment Received 3/29/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 325 

 
Last Name Kief 

 
First Name Jerome 

 
Comment Let me start by saying I respect all our Military and everything they do for 

us.  My concern is the acquisition of Johnson Valley OHV in California is 
not taking into account the impact to local economies and the culture of 
offroad rock crawling. The loss to the offroading community would be 
dramatic. The Hammers holds the roots of offroad rock crawling. In the 
midst of many public land closures we are losing places to get out and enjoy 
our sport. I ask that you please consider other areas for expanding our 
Military base. I am not in favor of Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center 
at Twentynine Palms, California taking over any portion of Johnson Valley 
OHV. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/29/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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, 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 326 

 
Last Name Leeming 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment appricieate letting us comment, but do whatever you need to do to train our 

troops the best you can and improve their safety.  if some of what you do 
impacts the land, so be it, it will come back. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/30/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 327 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment the government already has too much of our land! leave our land alone, if 

you really want to stop terrorism, close the borders,instead of opening 
them! stop the illegals from entering our country and exhausting our 
resources... 

 
Date Comment Received 3/30/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 328 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I fully understand that we need training areas for our troops. Please consider 

any other area besides the one that has been chosen now. We do not need to 
train our troops in desert only scenarios. Taking away public land that is 
used by thousands of people for recreation is not the answer. It is not the 
ONLY answer! Please reconsider other areas, despite the fact that they 
maybe in more mountain / forested areas in our nation.  Thank you, 
Armistead Coleman 

 
Date Comment Received 3/30/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comments. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 329 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment with so much open surrounding area, why take the already established? Ohv 

is one of the last things kids consider "cool" to do w/ their parents. It is a 
great outlet for families and freinds to spend time and mentor kids. Seems 
so simple in this case... look east or north for land. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/30/2011 
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Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 330 

 
Last Name Schilling 

 
First Name Marco 

 
Comment Contrary to common belief, off road recreation is an endangered species. 

With constant attacks from environmental extremist groups, our available 
riding areas are dwindling to nil. I have to drive 4 hours from San Diego to 
utilize the Johnson Valley area, and now you are looking at removing that 
as an option. Is the Marine Corps planning on mitigating this land 
acquisition by offering up land from one of their other bases? If you fly 
across this part of the country there appears to be miles and miles of 
unoccupied desert. It would seem that the U.S. Government, with it's vast 
mapping, planning and logistical capability would have the resources to 
find un-utilized land for their training purposes; land that has not had years 
of effort to turn it into a mecca for off roaders. Many off road groups have 
volunteered for years to help build Johnson Valley into what it is today- a 
world recognized off-roading experience.  Please do NOT take it away. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/30/2011 

 
Response 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. Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 331 
 
Last Name Waite 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment No concerns or issues with proposed expansion. Believe training needs of 

our armed forces that protect us, defend us and preserve our freedom are far 
more important than preserving the hand wringing desires of what has 
become the new relegion of extreem environmentalism who, under the 
guise of saving natural resources for future citizens destroy the economy, 
impede growth, restrict freedoms and now try to hinder our nations 
defenders ability to maintain the strength needed to continue to be the best 
fighting force in the world. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/30/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 332 

 
Last Name Morast 

 
First Name Bryan 

 
Comment This area is not twenty-nine palms it is johnson valley. Home to king of the 

hammers and dozens of other offroad events every year and one of the few 
offroad areas left in Southern California. One by one our government and 
environmental extremist alike take away areas set aside for those of us who 
chose to enjoy offroad motorsports. I find it very very hard to believe this is 
the "only" area that could be used for this testing. So i ask; if they are going 
to close this area down are they going to replace it with another area? 
Maybe give us the rest of glamis (imperial sand dunes) back or all of 
riverside county or any of the hundreds of other areas closed over the last 
ten years? If this land is taken now it will never be given back or replaced. 
Southern California is very limited on open space the public can enjoy as it 
is and this acquisition will only make matters worse. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/30/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses would 
continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson Valley and 
during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 333 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Although I appreciate the need for this land for Military use, it will take 

away land currently used by individuals who take their from riding there 
and for camping adventures. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/30/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 334 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We own 100 Acres in Sec 13, T.5N. R.4E. S.B. B&M. We would like to 

sell this property, or do something with it. How long are you going to hold 
us in Limbo? WWII, was less than 4 years long. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/31/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. According to the timeline available on the 

project website http://www.marines.mil/unit/29palms/LAS, if one of the 
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action alternatives is selected by the Department of the Navy and then 
approved by Congress, the proposed acquisition of non-federal lands would 
occur between 
2012 and 2014. 

 
 
Comment ID 335 

 
Last Name Christie 

 
First Name Don 

 
Comment I am 70,ridding in he dirt since 1964. Our world is shrinking! Please don't 

continue this land take as I've come here from the northwest to live and 
work so as to enjoy JohnsonValley. I ride portions every week and would 
hate to see any lost!  Don Christie DMD 

 
Date Comment Received 3/31/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 336 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do NOT remove this valuable motorcycle recreation area from public 

use.  You can probably find some target range land cheap in nearby Mexico. 
 
Date Comment Received 3/31/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 337 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment please consider keeping public land open to the public. there are fewer and 

fewer places for coming generations to go out and explore and enjoy nature 
and the beauty of the california desert. please help us preserve recreational 
four wheeling and other motorsports from becoming a thing of the past. 

 
Date Comment Received 3/31/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 338 

 
Last Name o'meara 

 
First Name suzanne 

 
Comment i feel this is too much fighting & fighting military plans , where we wish an 

end to all wars forever. i do not like to have any military doing fighting 
training in nature . & do not like use of animals or animals getting killed etc 
in military experiments & training etc. i mean , the navy & military are 
trained & skilled , they do not need to fight & have weapons at all ; they 
should just be good emissiaries & Intervene & do projects to help people & 
animals become immortal & develop natural areas into lush paradise / snow 
mystical places for animals to become enlightened without going through 
disease/death. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/1/2011 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20104 

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

 
 
Comment ID 339 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment While I am a supporter of our military and understand the need for training, 

I do not believe that the recreational areas surrounding Twentynine Palms, 
specifically the Johnson Valley Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) Recreational 
area is an acceptable location. As an avid outdoorsmen, and OHV 
enthusiast, I make trips each year to that area to recreate with my family. 
Removing our ability to access this area would have a severe, adverse 
impact on not only the interaction and dynamic of my family, but also of 
the local businesses that benefit from monies spent in travel, not just by me, 
but by ALL users of the area. With legal areas to enjoy a multitude of OHV 
lifestyles (Single track motorcycles, ATV's & Quads, as well as light duty 
4WD vehicles) diminishing at an alarming rate, while the popularity of the 
hobby is on a rapid INCREASE, I feel that closing this area to recreation 
will do irrepairable harm to an already struggling negative public opinion. 
Many times in the news you hear about people and children hurt or 
unfortunately even killed while riding an OHV. By diminishing our areas to 
legally and safely enjoy our hobby, it will force more people to ride 
illegally, unmonitored, and trespass in areas that they shouldn't be, 
contributing to a direct increase in injuries and fatalities. As an American 
and outdoorsman, I implore that you save the Johnson Valley Recreational 
area for all of the general public to enjoy. Thank you for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/1/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 340 

 
Last Name Soule 

 
First Name Logan 

 
Comment  Johnson Valley is an amazing place that i thoroughly enjoy, and one of the 

few places close that i can escape the concrete jungle of orange county. as a 
college student i am not loaded with cash which makes my travel options 
limited. This is an amazing place and i would very much like to enjoy it 
many more times, even if that meant it was off limits for part of the year i 
would be okay with that, but please do not don't take that away from us 
adventurers and the people trapped in metropolis.  Go America! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/1/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 341 

 
Last Name Davidson 

 
First Name Roy 

 
Comment I am AGAINST expansion of the training area into Johnson Valley. That 

area is one of the few remaining locations where I can take my family to 
recreate with our Jeep. 
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Date Comment Received 4/1/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
 
 
Comment ID 342 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have worked at China Lake, Fort Irwin NTC and am not sure why you 

can't train with the Army at NTC. The desert is the desert. If you are going 
to build realistic training environments, NTC has plenty of established 
training props. Beat up the desert you currently have and God Bless you for 
protecting the USA. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/1/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 
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Comment ID 343 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Just the same as wilderness is hard to change back to various uses, BLM is 

difficult to close to various uses. Environmentalists know this so through 
high profile influences they convince military that they need this land. 
Furthermore, they know they can't win through trail closure but can try and 
kill an industry that supports it. Take away hard core trails and you take 
away incentive to build performance products for our sport, then the sport 
dies. I feel the Johnson Valley closure would be devastating to the 
enthusiasm of rock crawling as we know it. Just my two cents. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/2/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
 
 
Comment ID 344 

 
Last Name Bruner 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment My friends and I have used Johnson Valley for over 15 years as a 

recreational area for offroad activities. One of the joys of my life is the 
ability to spend time with my friends and their children from Orange 
County. Having moved to the Coachella Valley in 1998, these recreational 
outings are my primary way of staying in contact with friends and watching 
their kids grow up. I am opposed to any military land expansion that would 
restrict useage of Johnson Valley for offroad purposes. This includes areas 
near Boone Rd, Soggy Dry Lake, and Cougar Buttes. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/3/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 345 
 
Last Name Askew 

 
First Name Stephen 

 
Comment Between Fort Irwin and 29 Palms Marine bases the Marines allready 

occupy enough training space. Taking more public land is greedy. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/3/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 346 

 
Last Name yeager 

 
First Name steve 

 
Comment I am all for the marines needing training and am all right if they want to use 

some of Johnson valley for it 2 months out of the year but to loose some of 
the public land and trails permenitly is not all right.The public is loosing 
land all the time to environmental causes,growth,and other reasons that 
don't make sense and we are forced to gather in areas unsuitable for the 
amount of people because there is not enough places to go and recreate.I 
have been going to Johnson valley for the last 15 years starting with my 
father and I going and now it's my son and I doing this trip,hopefully I can 
continue to do this for the rest of my life and my grand children's life 
too.We need to keep Johnson valley the way it is,open to the public and 
access to all the trails we already have. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/4/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
 
 
Comment ID 347 

 
Last Name Kennedy 

 
First Name Jason 
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Comment Yes we need to train our troops. Yes we need land to do this. But you need 
not to take this land from us The People. There is plenty of land east of 
Johnson Valley that is more than applicable to host live training. The 
impact of this would be devastating to the off road community. It would 
also destroy the lively hood of many business and organizations the depend 
on the users of this land to generate revenue for their business. I strongly 
oppose the joint uses of Johnson valley as we would not be able to use this 
land once live ordinances have been fired. This would be considered a hot 
zone and would be permanently shut down to the public. ...... 

 
Date Comment Received 4/5/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 348 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Alternative 6 looks like the best solution.  Please advocate that. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/5/2011 
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Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 349 

 
Last Name Nuss 
 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment I do not understand why you don't go to the east of twenty-nine palms? As a 

veteran, I appreciate the needs of the Corps to train our troops. It's the 
location that has been selected I have the problem with. The OHV 
community has had land taken away from us at rate that will leave no where 
for our kids to ride. If the land is needed, can we atleast get an equal 
amount of land returned in another area? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/5/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 350 

 
Last Name Wood 

 
First Name Benjamin 

 
Comment I oppose the proposal. The public lands are for public use. They should be 

used for peaceful, recreational purposes, not to train for war. I am 
concerned about environmental contamination by elements such as lead and 
uranium that are used in live-fire exercises. These toxins contaminate the 
air, soil, and potentially the groundwater.  The US is involved in too many 
wars and there is too much militarism in our society. Expanding training 
facilities for the Marines will only increase the degree of militarism in our 
communities, our public lands, our foreign policy, and our society.  Enough 
already! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/5/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. There is no requirement to use depleted 

uranium rounds in training. The Marine Corps has determined that 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 351 

 
Last Name Wood 

 
First Name Benjamin 

 
Comment I would like to know how many people submitted comments, how many 

opposed, and how many were in favor of the proposal, and how the Marine 
Corps took the public's opinion into consideration.  I am requesting that this 
information be sent to me as soon as it is available. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/5/2011 

 
Response The public comments received and the Marine Corps response to each of 

the comments is contained as an Appendix to the Final EIS. 
 
 
Comment ID 352 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment   While I support the training of the marines, the land proposed to be taken 

over is great off-roading land with several difficult trails and I would hate to 
lose access to that land. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/5/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 353 
 
Last Name Dexter 

 
First Name Gregory 

 
Comment   Please do not close the Johnson Valley area, as I enjoy going there with 

friends and family to camp and explore the desert there. Thank you. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/5/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 354 

 
Last Name Heiden 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment My family and I have been visiting the Johnson Valley area for over 30 

years for recreational and leisure purposes. We shop at stores in Yucca 
Valley, Twentynine Palms, Landers and Barstow, enjoy riding and driving 
in the OHV area, attend desert races and explore the desert around our 
cabin in Landers.  We have invested approx. $100,000 in vehicles including 
ATV's, tow vehicle, trailer and jeep in order to enjoy the public lands. We 
respectfully urge that the Marine Corp. select any option for expansion that 
does not impact the Johnson Valley OHV area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/6/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation 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. 
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Comment ID 355 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment    I am a proud supporter of the Military in general. Having said that, I feel 

that the use of the Johnson Valley area is too close to populated areas for 
the purpose of live fire exercises. My family does use the area for off road 
family vacations.  We have had wonderful family time there,and to be 
moved from there would hurt us a great deal!I am familiar with the area 
around the 29 Palms base and to move your exercises to the North and East 
towards Amboy and into the wilderness to the east would seem like a more 
realistic move. I live less than 20 miles from the Johnson Valley area, and I 
am also cocerned that the excercise may impact the quality of life at home 
also. Another suggestion I have is to investigate the possibility of moving 
the area to the north to connect with the Fort Irwin exercise area. It seems 
that joint exercises would be a more viable training option.  Thank you for 
the oppurtunity to comment on this topic. I am a proud American. I believe 
in our Fighting Men and Women and their Families! I want the USMC to 
Fight as they train. I am just hoping that the government will consider other 
options other than taking away our recreational space! Thank you! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/8/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 356 
 

Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 

First Name 
 

Comment I would like to voice my concern for the public losing access to Johnson 
Valley and KOH 4x4 areas due to the proposed land acquisition. As a 
responsible outdoor enthusiast I would hope there would be a shared use 
agreement that would allow for public activities on this land when not 
being used by the military.  As a 4x4, motorcyle and hiking enthusiast, it 
pains me to see the beautiful areas of American taken away from the 
public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/8/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 

Comment ID 357 
 

Last Name Winzenried 
 

First Name Joseph 
 
Comment Regarding the USMC expansion at the 29 palms base.  I really would like 

to say that while I am in full support of our troops especially our USMC, I 
am not in support of expanding the base into Johnson Valley. Johnson 
Valley is one of the greatest OHV areas in the US today. Every year this 
place generates a lot of money for our economy, Just this last February it 
brought thousands of dollars to our local businesses from the King of the 
Hammers event. They said over 70k people where there for up to as long as 
3 weeks. This brought thousands of dollars for the BLM as well. Many of 
of have been taking our friend and family's to JV for years and would love 
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to continue to do so.  Please reconsider this and look into building a new 
training area some where else, maybe somewhere away from the general 
public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/9/2011 

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

 
 

Comment ID 358 
 

Last Name Lennon 
 
First Name Alan 

 
Comment I am a Johnson Valley land owner and have been a user of the Johnson 

Valley OHV area for almost 20 years. While I fully support the Marine 
Corps and their need for large scale combined arms live fire training I 
believe that alternative six is unreasonable both in it's closure of the 
majority of the OHV area and it's impacts on local landowners. This is 
especially true as the Marine Corps states that exercises that will only be 
conducted about 60 days a year. As a landowner, alternative six will cause 
my property value to be diminished to almost zero. We CAN hear noise 
from current training (including aircraft and artillery.) Should the training 
objective be practically on my doorstep in the west there WILL be noise 
and dust and any potential buyer of the property will know it. As I plan to 
retire on my property, I do not relish the thought of aircraft, artillery, and 
small arms fire going on for days during an exercise while I attempt to 
enjoy my retirement. As a user of the OHV area, the plan is equally worse. 
The preferred alternative cuts off access to one of the premier off-road 
recreation areas in the western United States. Rock-crawling at the 
Hammers is not all the area is used for. The plan will end off-road races 
(including The King of the Hammers and others) and put an end numerous 
other organized events. However this isn't as important as the fact that it 
will stop thousands of people from just going out and playing in the dirt and 
enjoying the outdoors on our PUBLIC lands.  I implore the Department of 
the Navy to consider these facts and if Johnson Valley MUST be used for 
this purpose (as opposed to unoccupied areas in the middle of Nevada) that 
they select an alternative that allows FULL USE of the Johnson Valley 
OHV area when training is not going on (10 months of the year) AND 
requires that live fire occur only within the present Twentynine Palms base. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/10/2011 
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Response 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 acknowledges potential impacts to property values due to 
increased noise and proximity to military operating areas (see Section 4.3 of 
the EIS). The EIS concludes that any reduction in property value would 
likely be marginal and less than significant.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 359 

 
Last Name Vanderpool 
 
First Name Chuck 

 
Comment I'm a Northern California resident that has wheeled the hammers since there 

inception. I make the trek there twice a year and enjoy the wheeling 
immensely.  It's such a shame when politics intervene in decision making 
that takes away public lands and personal freedoms. I guess it's the times 
we live in, but don't have to like.  This off road park should be left to the 
outdoor use people and the Marine base can be expanded to the other side 
of the valley. That way no one is impacted.  I'm a Viet Nam vet and 
completely support our military. However when lobbing groups and 
politicians play games with our freedoms, I have to draw the line there.  
Please make all considerations when making your decision to impact our 
offroad park.  Sincerely, Chuck Vanderpool  Also consider the impact to 
local business that will occur based on your decision. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/10/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 

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

 
 
Comment ID 360 

 
Last Name Volpe II 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment DO NOT ADD ANY MORE LAND TO YOUR MILITARY BASE 

 
Date Comment Received 4/10/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 361 

 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Doug 

 
Comment Wow... we were lied to! Yes back in the seventy's when BLM took 10's of 

thousands of acres away from motorized recreation use with the original 
Desert Protection Act. We (motorized public) were told that the OHV areas 
that were provided were NEVER to be taken away?  Very sad..... 

 
Date Comment Received 4/11/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 362 
 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Doug 

 
Comment I am not convinced that we cant train our troops with what we have now! I 

read the reasons BUT it seems very weak. If the training was modified to 
use what is in place Im sure the objectives could be met. The Marines have 
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some very smart folks along with private contractors to come up with a 
modified training program. I WILL HELP (for FREE), I have a very good 
field training background from decades of live fire (wild fire) training, Give 
me a shot at it..... D O U G A N D E R S O N 

 
Date Comment Received 4/11/2011 

 
Response 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 appreciates 
your comment and participation in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 363 

 
Last Name Gonzalez 

 
First Name Manuel 

 
Comment As an avid offroader and a supporter of the military with many members of 

my family currently serving I have to object to an expansion into the 
Johnson Valley area. A large part of our areas for family recreation are 
being closed and contested by tree huggers. Now the military wants to take 
land from us. We pay taxes and land use fees to keep areas open. the 
military needs to use an alternate site. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/11/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 364 
 
Last Name Kauffman 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment As a long time user of the Johnson Valley, Means Dry Lake area, I find it 

appalling that the military is trying to take it over. There is so much land 
not being used to the North and East that can be used for the military's 
purposes. I am a veteran and I understand that training is key, and support 
the military in every way. But again, there are other options not being 
considered here and I wonder why that is.  Having said that, I suspect this 
will move forward no matter how many civilian users of the area speak up, 
so we need to figure out how best to land on some common ground. 
Obviously the feed back from the offroad community has not been as loud 
and outspoken as it needs to be, and I plan to help change that. I do not 
want to see the Johnson Valley area taken over by the military enve if the 
promise of continued recreational use is given. We all know how the 
government backs it promises these days.  I have attended three meetings 
and will be a several more. I voice my opinion that the Military needs to 
seek other avenues and leave the johnson Valley area as it is. Byt the time 
the decision is made to take over the area it won't  be needed for training 
anymore and massive amounts of money will be lost to the local 
community and spent needlessly by the miliatry. My tax dollars by the way.  
I say NO! NO ! NO!to this adventure. Stop it now. You don't need this land, 
it is a land grab by Fienstien and that is all it is. PERIOD! My tax money 
pays your salaries, and I served my time in the military so listen to me and 
others like me. Leaqve our recreation alone. Thank you very much, kurt 
kauffman 

 
Date Comment Received 4/11/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project alternatives. 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-
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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, which was carried forward for analysis 
in the EIS. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 365 

 
Last Name Riley 

 
First Name Patricia 

 
Comment We live and work in Johnson Valley. We have invested our life savings in 

our home. we are but 3 miles from Means Dry Lake. Our home will be 
severely damaged if you start bombing over there. Are you going to pay to 
repair our damages? Can you not go East? No one lives over there, so less 
people will be affected by your training exercises. We haven't even seen all 
the historic sites you may very well destroy, including old 1940's bomb 
targets, petroglyphs, historic mining sites. We have invest in quads that cost 
us $10,000 to explore our desert. Please don't take this away from us. thank 
you for your time, Patricia 

 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 

 
Response 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, which was carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 366 

 
Last Name Gerdsen 

 
First Name Garrett 

 
Comment My brother, cousin and I all flew up to California from Louisiana to attend 

the 2011 King of the Hammers race in Johnson Valley. In total we stayed 9 
nights up on Big Bear mountain and really appreciated the nature out there. 
This was the best trip we've ever had and will never be forgotten. Public 
lands like this should be kept open to the public. I'm a big supporter of our 
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military and a proud US citizen. I am not, however in support of expanding 
the 29 Palms facility into current public land and or parks. Thank you for 
your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 367 

 
Last Name Welch 

 
First Name Shannon 

 
Comment This land is regularly used by the offroad community. The current 

expansion plan would involve sharing this land 10 months out of the year 
with the community. However, if this land is going to be used for 
battleground testing 2 months out of the year and used by the general public 
10 months out of the year, there is a huge chance for the general population 
to encounter left behind ammunition or dangerous scenarios that weren't 
entirely cleaned up after the marines used the land. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 

 
Response 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. 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 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 368 
 
Last Name chamberlain 

 
First Name paul 

 
Comment look for an alternate venue. the land is more useable by remaining open for 

public use. the state of california has the largest off road populations and 
johnson valley is one of the largest open areas to recreate. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 

 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 369 

 
Last Name chamberlain 

 
First Name joe 

 
Comment look for an alternate.  is such a large area actually needed? do they engage 

in this type of combat still to need that amount of land for three battalions? 
 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 370 

 
Last Name Book 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment I have been riding in the desert for the last 15yrs. Our area is getting smaller 

and smaller. It is getting more and more crowded and will put more people 
in danger. There are millions of acres of desert and you want the little 
peices that we have to ride in for you to drop bombs, lead and brass casings 
in. What about going to the East? or how about Arizona? Thank You for 
giving us a chance to speak up. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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).  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, which 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 371 
 
Last Name Walton 

 
First Name Karen 

 
Comment The Marines need to train and to do so, they should be allowed all the space 

they need.  At the same time, don't take the land in Johnson Valley because 
that is the only place ORV enthusiasts can ride. Thank you and good luck. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 372 

 
Last Name Parker 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment I must admit, I'm highly disappointed, but not surprised on the direction the 

military is going with this JV land grab. I feel the decision has been made 
well before this has become public several years ago. Last I knew, we live 
in the Land of the Free. And I know Freedom comes with a price. I honor 
all those who put their lives on the line to protect our Freedom(s). One of 
those freedoms is our Public Lands, and how we use them. JV BLM has so 
many uses, to name them all. And one of the most important uses to my 
family is the Designation of Off  Highway Vehicle Use. My family enjoys 
what JV has to offer, especially being it's location and close proximity to 
the masses. Losing this area will have a huge negative impact on countless 
facets. To name just a few of many negative impacts, family recreation is 
compromised. Where else can we play with our families as we do here in 
JV, especially being it's location is near to millions. If we lose this public 
treasure, the expense to travel to lesser quality locations will be impossible 
to achieve, especially with the ever so high cost of travel. We personally 
cannot justify the severely added expense to the much farther, lesser quality 
locations. Therefore, we will forego and sell off our off-highway vehicles, 
such as two rock-crawlers, toy-hauler, amongst a few other accessories.  
Another huge impact will be to the local communities.  Such as financially. 
I know the local communities have claimed their selves as Stakeholders in 
the process. I personally sat in on a few of their meetings of which is 
obvious they want the JV Land to remain as is for a multitude of valid 
reasons.  I could only hope that JV will remain as is. But I strongly have my 
doubts. And if you give us the "Joint Use" condition, I see major potential 
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problems. One being you have full control on use, and we have none. 
However, if we the people have full control, and the "Joint Use" would be a 
permit only as anyone else. My fear is that once you have "Joint Use" 
control, I can see the scenario play out whereas while under your use, let's 
say one of your vehicles cannot account for a box of miscellaneous 
ordinances or such. Then it'd be easy to say the area is now off limits to all 
general public till the missing ordinances are accounted for. I personally do 
not like the idea of you guys holding the keys to our beloved OHV area. 
But if the general public has the keys, I'd feel a bit easier about who has 
control.  Thank you, Steve Parker and Family 

 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 
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Comment ID 373 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please consider moving the training area further east. It would be safer for 

the general public if you moved training further east rather than closer to 
the population.  It is also very disheartening to me that I have spent my 
entire life enjoying the public lands of Johnson Valley and have spent most 
of that time taking care of this land. The idea of this land being blown apart 
after I have made a painstaking effort to clean this land just breaks my 
heart. The state of California has such few areas remaining for open desert 
camping. Please do not take this land. I understand the need and importance 
of training the military but emplore you to take the training further east. 
Thank you for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 374 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please DO NOT take away our public lands in such a way that impacts the 

Lucerne Valley Communities economics as well as depreciating our private 
property in Johnson Valley. The airspace around and over our airstrip 7CA1 
appears to be severely restricted therefore making our strips unusable! Go 
East and or South of 29 Palms, please! If you take our airspace, you then 
shall buy our land! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps 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 
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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 Marine Corps, 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. Marine Corps 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 375 

 
Last Name Lyons 

 
First Name Marcus 

 
Comment I think it's awesome that the Marines want to acquire this land. Training is 

needed and can't be done just anywhere, twenty-nine palms is an excellent 
location for joint operatio s training. Some will complain about not being 
able to ride dirt bikes and ATV's but they should realise that what you all do 
does not come easy. Being able to execute large scale ground and air 
manoeuvres requires training area large enough to support the mission. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 376 

 
Last Name mcentire 

 
First Name jeff 

 
Comment I own property in wonder valley outside the area but within the area 

affected. I don't believe that the expansion is needed at all. I vote no on all 
proposals! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/12/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 

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

 
 
Comment ID 377 

 
Last Name McKain 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment Please don't close Johnson Valley (JV)to off roaders. Off roading in J.V. is 

a favorite past time to many Southern California off roaders/tax payers. 
This would require us to drive further to good riding areas which which is 
already a burden with $4+ per gallon gas. There is prenty of land near 29 
Palms where the Military can train. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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). Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 378 

 
Last Name Filbin 

 
First Name Adam 
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Comment I understand the need for our military to train and to protect our country, 
however i feel taking land that was designated to the pubic as a poor choice. 
The open BLM,OHV land is growing smaller and smaller each year which 
cause more accidents as areas become overcrowded. I propose that if land is 
being taken away that we get land back in other areas so adventure groups 
still have places to recreate.   Also i believe taking this land away from the 
public will greatly affect the entire high desert community as it will greatly 
diminish income from outside travelers to the commmunities that depend on 
our money. In the end i dont see how the military taking tons of land in the 
hopes of protecting the US freedom is really protecting the freedom at all. It 
seems as if its killing our open land and free rights to use that land, killing 
the cities and peoples lifestyles in those areas which are being taken over, 
and ultimately causing more harm then i see is giving back to the country. 
During a time while the nation has an all time low moral for the gov. based 
on horrible economy, high unemployment rates, sending troops to remote 
countries that most people feel we shouldnt be in, why cause more problems 
by taking away thier free land as well.  In the end I hope a common 
agreemnt can be made that benefits all parties involved instead of a push 
and grab where the hard working outdoor people end up loosing everything 
without getting anything in return. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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 EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3).  As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 379 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not close or take away any of the Johnson Valley OHV area. 

Please go EAST. We already dont have enough areas to ride on. It has 
slowly been taken away from us. It would also hurt the local economy by 
eliminating the money spent in the area. This is one of the ONLY spots left 
in Socal to ride and race. Environmentalist are killing the family recreation 
of OHV use and now another entity wants to really make it hard for us to 
ride legally. Please consider another area. If we had more places to ride it 
wouldnt be so bad but we dont. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 380 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment Give the Marines the land.  Once a Marine always a Marine 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 381 

 
Last Name gotte 

 
First Name winston 

 
Comment i take my kids to johnson valley once a month year round. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 382 

 
Last Name Welch 

 
First Name Carrie 

 
Comment Please leave the OHV lands alone. This land means a lot to off roaders and 

their families. My sister and I bond over the time we are off roading. We 
don't see each other a lot since I live in NY and she lives in CA, but when I 
do get out there its important to be able to spend that quality time together. 
My younger sister and father travel to CA every year to do the same thing. 
These lands aren't just important to CA residents they are important to 
people from all over the country, I think its even safe to say, the world. I 
implore you to please find an alternative to the OHV land.  Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 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 
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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). Ultimately, Congress 
will make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 383 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My business depends on race and rock crawling events, with the main focus 

being the in the Johnson Valley Area. As a business we supply printing to 
the events, vendors, and teams that participate at these events. Even more 
important is the time that I have with family and friends in the area. Keep 
public lands open to the public please. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 384 

 
Last Name Dorer 

 
First Name Daniel 

 
Comment Do not restrict a sport in this historical wheeling area. This is a great 

outdoors area for the family and friends to come together and enjoy mother 
nature at her finest!  This is one of the trips i planned to make when i get 
out of college. PLEASE PLEASE dont destroy the dream of others and 
myself! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 385 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am a fan of the JV recreational area and have traveled there from Georgia 

to numerous events and for recreational purposes. Please consider keeping 
this land open to the public for public use. Our ability to enjoy the few areas 
of the country with this type of incredible scenery and terrain diminishes 
daily. Our amazing and honorable military sacrifices to protect our 
freedoms. We appreciate this and ask that our freedom to enjoy Johnson 
Valley be maintained. Thanks- Adam  Atlanta, Georgia 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 386 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment OHV areas need to stay open and Johnson Valley is a prime example of 

this. Removing our access to this land would be a shame considering we as 
adventuresome individuals and families have very few places left to enjoy 
anyway. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 387 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley Off Road area is a very special place to me and my family.  

This is a place we go to spend time together and "bond" with my son.  To 
take this place away from us, as well as from the thousands of other people 
that call this place their sanctuary can not be allowed.  Every day, more and 
more trails are being closed to the public.  PLease leave this off road mecca 
alone, and let my kids enjoy the great outdoors like I have been able to. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 388 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The hammers have been a long standing ORV and 4x4 attraction and taking 

it away from the people now would just be insane. Many people travel each 
year to this place as a vacation destination for outdoor activities. Many of 
us have not been able to acquire funds to make the trek but would like the 
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opportunity to do so in the future. I am fully opposed to the land grab and 
wish for the hammers in Johnson Valley to remain a public use and access 
site. Public disapproval has been shown before rallied by Pirate4x4.com 
and all of us who are members of the site are still opposed to the land grab. 
Thanks for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 389 

 
Last Name prock 

 
First Name Lewis 

 
Comment The Johnson Valley OHV area is the last of it's kind. No where in the 

country can you experience the different terrain in one area. To close 
Johnson Valley and use as a bombing range or anything other than a 
recreation area would be a shame. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 390 

 
Last Name Price 

 
First Name Dylan 
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Comment Avid offroaders from all over the world hold Johnson Valley in the highest 

regard as one of the absolute best OHV areas in existence. It came as a huge 
blow to us to hear that the USMC was looking to purchase a large portion 
of the area. I'm sure I speak for everyone when I express my gratitude for 
your willingness to revisit the topic.  Thanks. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 391 

 
Last Name Harrington 

 
First Name Tim 

 
Comment While I fully support the US military, I feel that the expansion of 29 Palms 

would have a very negative impact on a growing hobby.  Tens of thousands 
of people take pleasure in recreating at the "Hammers" and make use of all 
it has to offer.  Even though I live on the other side of the country, I have 
friends who have been to Johnson Valley, and tell me that it is a wonderful 
place.  I hope to have the opportunity to travel out there someday, and make 
use of what it has to offer.  The expansion of 29 Palms would have a 
detrimental impact on a very quickly growing sport.  A sport which has a 
huge impact on the OHV community and economy.  I hope that an 
agreement can be reached to preserve Johnson Valley for future OHV use 
and recreation.  Thank you for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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be evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 392 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please leave the Hammers a lone. It is a great off highway vehicle area. I 

have enjoyed it for years and hope to enjoy it for many more. I fully support 
our troops (well I guess not on this) and appreciate the sacrifice everyone of 
our service members do for our country!  Thank you! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 393 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I wish to see Johnson Valley remain in its current state as a public 

recreational area which allows motorized use. Such areas are becoming 
increasingly rare and Johnson Valley allows an outlet for those who enjoy 
such hobbies. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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 394 
 
Last Name Mitchell 

 
First Name Jayson 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is an important area to the off-road community and should 

be free to use by the public. It has become one of the most popular OHV 
areas in the country. People travel literally thousands of miles for the KOH 
event there. Why take all that revenue away from the state??? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 395 

 
Last Name Laughrin 

 
First Name Craig 

 
Comment I would like the Marines to reconsider the acquisition of the Johnson Valley 

OHV area. There are a lot of people that use the area that spend money in 
local stores near by as well as other areas on trips to and from there. I am 
planning a trip for next year to this area and will be spending decent money 
to get there as well as once I'm in the area.  Craig Laughrin 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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 396 
 
Last Name Foli 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Please maintain the use of recreational areas to the public! These areas are 

dimishing and eliminating the useful beauty of our country! 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 397 

 
Last Name Gannan 

 
First Name Matthew 

 
Comment 2011 was the first I attended the King of the Hammers. My visit pumped 

close to $1000 into the local community between food, lodging, and rental. 
The USMC has the ability to use land that is further North and East no 
problem. Thanks for your time. Matt 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 398 

 
Last Name Foxx 

 
First Name Jonathan 
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Comment Even though I am a good distance from this OHV park, it still means a lot 
to me that it stays open. If this OHV park closes down, whats next? Another 
area that is closer to my home that I may potentially get to visit, or maybe 
one that I currently travel to today. Keeping OHV parks open all across the 
United States is very important to me as well as my fellow wheelers across 
this great nation 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 399 

 
Last Name Hornung 

 
First Name Matthew 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open; it is one of the top offroading places in 

the region, enjoyed by thousands of people every year with minimal 
environmental impact.  Closure would result in even more crowding in the 
few other remaining OHV areas.  Please keep public lands open for public 
use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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-
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making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 400 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley has been a primary destination for me and my family for 

years. I have fond memories of off roading with my family in the Southern 
California desert, including Johnson Valley, for almost all of the 40 years I 
have been here.  My father passed away a bit over a year ago and not being 
able to enjoy the desert with him is one of the things I miss the most.  Now 
that I have a family of my own I want to be able to continue to give them 
the long lasting memories I have of the desert and my family.  Please do not 
deny us of this. Johnson Valley is a unique area that offers a wide variety of 
adventures. Protecting it as a destination for families should be paramount. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 401 

 
Last Name Ruggiero 

 
First Name Robert 
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Comment This land in southern California mean a lot to the community of offroading 
and should stay open as an OHV park. We drive across the country 3 to 4 
times a year just to enjoy Johnson valley beautiful terrain.  This land has a 
major impact on the business's in Yucca valley. The revenue that business 
receive would not be the same if this public land closes down. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response 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 
(including the Hammers area) and during various portions of the year. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 402 

 
Last Name Maskalans 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment To whom it may concern: I understand the need for expanded training 

grounds, but the area known as The Hammers provides recreational 
opportunities unlike any other nationwide. The rock crawling and Ultra4 
racing specifically is what brings me, and many others even further east 
than I am, to The Hammers.  Please let this area remain open to the public, 
for recreational motorsport use. -- Michael Maskalans Fingerlakes 4x4 
Member-At-Large Codriver, Game Day Racing #571 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under 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. Ultimately, Congress will make the 
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final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 403 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley, has been an amazing place to me. I have been only a few 

times, but everytime I have gone I've encountered amazing things, I've met 
many wonderful people, and I've pushed my vehicle to do more technical 
and more fun four wheeling than I can offer it in northeastern Nevada. Our 
sport is all about progression. Without progression there is zero point to 
continue. I've watched my vehicle as well as my fabrication/welding skills 
explode throughout the time i've been in this sport. With that said, Ive also 
seen Johnson Valley explode to one of if not the most progressive OHV 
location in the world. It means a lot t a lot of people. My 3 year old neice 
keeps asking when we're going back to Johnson Valley. She has been one 
time and it has impacted and influenced her life as well as mine.  I 
understand the need for land for Military use. I respect every decision 
made. And I appreciate everything the Military has done and goes through 
to protect this country and allow me to post comments and go four wheeling 
with family and friends. Thank you for all of the service. And please 
remember Johnson Valley is an amazing place to a lot of people.  Thank 
You. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 404 
 
Last Name Davies 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment Last years KOH was my first time to Johnson valley . I hope i can do it 

again.  What a awsome place and awsome people. i hate to drive 28 hrs 
again and not be able to play on the trails i came for.  Brian 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 405 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing this comment on behalf of my family and my close friends that 

are involved in off-road recreation. I am from Northern California and I 
have family from other states that travel to Johnson Valley OHV Park 
annually to vacation and to be a park in the greatest off-highway race in the 
USA. By the Marines wanting to take over this land area, it will force the 
greatest race and a naturally awesome off-highway location to disappear. I 
am a Hugh supporter of all the armed forces and all of our troops. Many of 
my friends and family have and do serve our great country and they are also 
very involved in the off-highway recreation. Please do not close down to 
the public one of our greatest locations. God Bless Our Troops. Thank you, 
Andrew Wilder 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
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acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 406 

 
Last Name Jeglinski 

 
First Name Jon 

 
Comment   i have a cousin overseas as a army ranger, several friends in the reserves, 

several co workers are nam and gulf vets,  let public land be open to the 
public  keep up the good work everyone in all branches of the milatary 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 407 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open to OHV.  It is an important part of the 

sport and would be a devastating loss to the offroading community. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 408 

 
Last Name Carpenter 

 
First Name Travis 
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Comment As an avid OHV user and a tax payer, I feel that clousure of any more 

public land is just flat stupid. I don't understand why other locations cannot 
be used? It seems dumb to shut down the one place where so many people 
recreate! I encourage you to explore other options! Thanks you! 

Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 409 

 
Last Name Perchaluk 

 
First Name Brett 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open - I am planning a driving trip from 

Canada to enjoy the area, as it is unique in many ways. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 410 
 
Last Name Romero 

 
First Name Paul Daniel 

 
Comment   Been building a rock crawler for the past few years. Was deployed to Iraq 

and Afghanistan for the past couple KOH events and would like the 
opportunity to go to one in the future!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 411 
 
Last Name Tauber 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment As you can see Johnson Valley does not only affect enthusists from the 

region itself but those of us from across the country. Every bout and battle 
to enjoy our great outdoors does need to be preserved in a manner of 
activities that I like others to persue in the form of OHV. I grew up in the 
BLM area managements of Las Vegas and find some of my greatest times 
where had during OHV activities. I don't get the same joy here on the 
eastern seaboard and it is not the same being subject to foot trails. Treading 
lightly is of ut most importance and packing out what you packed in but 
there are many hidden wonders in the vast trail system that myself and 
others enjoy and are not realistically accessible by foot on a holiday. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and participation in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 412 
 
Last Name Bartlett 

 
First Name Harrison 

 
Comment I have noticed that the areas remaining open to 4x4 usage is slowly 

dwindling to nothing. It is crucial that we keep these areas open and 
accessible to the public. Less and less lands are currently being allowed for 
public use, and one day I fear that my future children will not be able to 
enjoy America as I have.  Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 413 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep public lands open to the public. This area is to much of a treasure to 

the offroad community. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response 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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Comment ID 414 

 
Last Name PAGE 

 
First Name HENRY 

 
Comment to whom it may concern, regaurding J.V. ohv area. the money brought in to 

the area would be missed from merchants. If said area is closed to the off 
highway people. the grunts could picko meadows in lew of j.v.. our sport is 
loosing more ground each year,please give us a break..thanks .son of a 
CHINA MARINE......... 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 415 

 
Last Name BOUNDS 

 
First Name RICHARD 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT TAKE ANY MORE LAND AWAY FROM US. ME 

AND MY FAMILY SPEND ALOT OF TIME THERE 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 416 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please leave the Johnson Valley ORV area available to the offroad 

community.  I live in Washington state and have traveled there as a 
destination for there is nothing like "the Hammers" here.  Thank you for 
leaving that area accessable.  Thomas McHugh 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 417 

 
Last Name Gunderman 

 
First Name Shad 

 
Comment Dear USMC- Let me start by saying THANK YOU for protecting our 

county and all that it stands for. With that said, please rethink your 
approach at taking away a large chunk of Johnson Valley OHV. I grew up 
in So Cal and own property in Newberry Springs. My parents took me to 
the desert every other weekend to explore. As a child, I remember sitting 
next to the fire at night listening to the bombing practive over the 
mountains. I also remember my father taking me over the hills and showing 
the bomb craters....I was amazed. Now that my father has passed, and I 
have a two year old son, I want to raise him in a very similair fassion. I 
want to teach him how great of a country we live in, our freedoms, our 
liberty. Johnson Valley OHV is such a wonderful place for families to 
gather, from all walks of life, to make memories that last a lifetime. Off-
roading is such an awesome hobby...one that keeps our children interested 
in something family oriented, and keeps them away from such harmful 
passtimes, such as drugs, premarital sex and violence.  Please listen to all 
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that ask you to reconsider your options. From what I have read, the USMC 
is open-minded to the many civilain requests...please keep it that way.  I 
know my argument may not be as strong as others, but I still felt it 
necessary to express it. Thank you very much for taking the time to hear 
me.  Thank You. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 418 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley Open as a OHV park. not only does it offer a 

place for many californians to enjoy the outdoors but many people from all 
over the country travel great distances just to experience all that this 
wonderful park has to offer. the KOH is held here every year with hundreds 
of people competing in a sport that they love. please dont take that away 
from all of us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 419 
 
Last Name Patterson 

 
First Name Garth 

 
Comment Please keep land open and available to off road vehicle use.  It helps protect 

other land and can be a revenue source for local businesses. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 420 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment the possible closure of this area is a tragedy. this area is located away from 

suburbia and is managed properly and safely. closing it would mean a 
change in lifestyle for countless families and off road enthusiasts. i've 
traveled across the country several times to attend events at johnson. while 
doing so i've also spent thousands of dollars in the local economy.  please 
leave this area along as off road areas are becoming harder to access 
everyday. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 421 

 
Last Name Terry 

 
First Name Branndon 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley and the Hammers open to the public. Too much 

land is being closed by the government and this area is especially important 
to outdoor enthusiasts and off-roading. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 422 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We go to the Johnson Valley OHV a couple times a year from Northern 

California. It is one of the last pristine, hard core off roading spots we have 
left in CA.  I am hoping you will take this into consideration and look to 
expand in a different direction. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. 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 
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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). Under each of 
the action alternatives, many of 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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 423 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment to me, johnson valley is the quintessential embodiment of freedom and 

nature.  it is a premier offroad attraction, the host of thee most iconic 
offroad race, and a huge draw for revenue in this downed economy. king of 
the hammers is epic, and keeps getting bigger and bigger. it draws in a lot of 
revenue for many offroad parts suppliers, small business fabrication shops, 
fuel, food, advertisement...... and above all that, its quality open space, 
protected from the spread of society. please dont take johnson valley away, 
it is a bucket list destination for me, my family, and a lot of my friends!
 thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision 
process. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding 
with the proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 424 

 
Last Name Szego 

 
First Name Ted 

 
Comment I travel from VA to Johnson Valley every year to enjoy what is some of the 

best 4 wheeling in the country as well as help with the King of the Hammers 
race. I would be very sad to see it closed. This is an area that is extremely 
important to the OHV community. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 425 

 
Last Name valdez 

 
First Name don 

 
Comment Let start off by saying that i have the highest regard for our military, We as 

a nation are losing more and more places for those of us that love the 
outdoors, I am now 50yrs old and i have the greatest memories of being 
camping,hunting,fishing but most of all four wheeling, i want the same 
memories for my wife and kids. Please keep this land open to all to enjoy.  
Thank you Don Valdez 
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Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 426 

 
Last Name Morgan 

 
First Name Tyler 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open for public use.  It's a great vacation spot 

and one of the few remaining open areas for 4 wheeling in the US. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 427 
 
Last Name genaw 

 
First Name aric 

 
Comment as an avid OHV enthusiast i feel that the takeover of the Hammers for 

marine use is definitely not necessary and surely not the only option of the 
marine corp.  it would be hugely disappointing for the gov't to take more 
public land for its own selfishness.  there are many other areas that are not 
used like the Johnson Valley area.  the marines need to make a intelligent 
decision and leave the Hammers and Johnson valley alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under 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. Ultimately, Congress will make the 
final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 428 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLease leave the johnson valley ORV area open to the public I'm 1300 

miles from the hammer trails And I travel down once a year to enjoy them.  
In a time where we (ORV community) area losing ORV area's please please 
leave this area open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 429 

 
Last Name Blunt 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment Please do us folks out in Johnson Valley a favor. Head east young men. 

Head east. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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, which was carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 430 

 
Last Name vega 

 
First Name Raul 

 
Comment please keep johnson valley open!! i love that place 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 431 
 
Last Name Scutellaro 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment  Please keep the Johnson Valley OHV area open to the public.  My family 

loves coming out the from Illinois every year to enjoy rock crawling and the 
beautiful weather.  This would be a real shame to lose suck a wonderful 
place that we all can use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 432 

 
Last Name Baker 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment Please reconsider expanding the Marine Base into the proposed area of the 

Means Dry Lakebed.. a.k.a. The Hammers OHV Area. My family and I 
have been coming here for recreation for many years, it's a long drive from 
where I live, but well worth it. We love this area for it's variety of terrain 
and land features found nowhere else in southern california. Each year 
public land is taken away, thus forcing us into smaller areas. Increased 
traffic in these other areas causes accidents, increases stress to plants and 
animals that call these areas home. I would hope that other options for the 
Marines exist. I support our Men and Women in the Armed Forces in our 
Fight for Freedom. God Bless America. Thank You, Mike Baker 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
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acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under 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. Ultimately, Congress will make the 
final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 433 

 
Last Name Bunker 

 
First Name Joe 

 
Comment Regarding the Johnson Valley ohv area: Ive been 4wheeling for 18 years. 

Since the very start of it I have heard of 'The hammers'. The holy grail of 
hardcore 4wheeling. I was scared of the place, I went everywhere in 
washington and got tired of it all. Finally in January of '09 i came down for 
the king of the hammers race. I drove 1250 miles one way to come there. I 
was not dissapointed. Incredible scenery, Simply awesome trails and views, 
Smells and sensations. It is simply a special place to be for me and soo 
many others like i am. As you know the King of the hammers race has 
garnered many followers, For me it marks the only vacation i take every 
year. To have this incredible area closed to us would be heartbreaking. 
Please reconsider your expansion and consider all of the folks like myself 
who are passionate for the area we call 'The Hammers' 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under 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. Ultimately, 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 434 
 
Last Name Moss 

 
First Name Andrew 

 
Comment SAVE THE HAMMERS!!!!!!!!! It would truly be a shame to lose access 

to such a famed OHV area and home of one of the most innovative and 
ground breaking off road races in history.  I SUPPORT THE USMC 
COMPLETELY and I know there are a great many of our Proud Marines 
that love OHVs and getting outdoors and offroad in this exact area.  Please 
consider our sport and our comments as you explore other options and 
opportunities.  Sincerely, Andy Moss 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under 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. Ultimately, Congress will make the 
final decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 435 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a former Marine and an advid Off Road enthusist I understand the need 

for aquiring land for use but think that some type of public and sanctioned 
events must still be allowed in the Johnson Vallry area. This is a huge 
recreational area in the off road community. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20162 

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

 
 
Comment ID 436 

 
Last Name Baum 

 
First Name Craig 

 
Comment I would really appreciate the USMC looking somewhere else to expand the 

military base.  As i am aware of the land that is needed to train our military 
personal and fully support the military as well i enjoy the Johnson Valley 
OHV area several times a year.  I compete in the King of Hammers race for 
the last two years and hope to continue to be able to compete in the race for 
many more years.  It is also a place that I have enjoyed with my family and 
hope one day my kids can enjoy with their children as well.  It is one place 
that has a lot to offer many types of different off-road activities and I know 
myself and family enjoy being able to ride atv's and drive off-road vehicles 
in Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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).   Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 437 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment I just wanted to say that as an out of state wheeling enthusiast Johnson 

Valley is a dream to me. I came out in 2010 for the King of the Hammers 
and I came back with a passion to wheel in a place as awesome of the 
"Hammers". The place is irreplaceable to me. It is a bit of heaven on earth 
to me and people like me.  Thanks, Gary Lawson Houston, TX 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 438 

 
Last Name Park 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment Means Dry Lake has become a meeting place for thousands of families not 

only in southern california, but all over the nation. A gathering place where 
families can camp out and do their off-road adventures. This last February 
the lake bed was host to around 40,000 people for a week and that is not the 
only time of the year that folks gather there. Almost every weekend 
hundreds of people spend quality time together. What this means to the 
local economy is outstanding !!! what better place to raise kids and show 
them how to enjoy and respect the out- of-doors ! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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 
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during its decision process. Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process 

 
 
Comment ID 439 

 
Last Name Katz 

 
First Name Jesse 

 
Comment Appreciate the service of everyone in our armed forces and want them to 

have everything they need to do their jobs, but would hate to lose access to 
this area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 440 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please leave this land for public use! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 441 

 
Last Name Cochran 

 
First Name L. Todd 

 
Comment I have been going to Johnson Valley for many years.  I consider the 

"Hammer" trails to be irreplaceable.  This is one of my favorite off-roading 
destinations and I hope everything possible is being done to keep this land 
open for off-highway vehicle recreation for future generations.  L. Todd 
Cochran, DDS 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under 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. Ultimately, Congress will make the 
final decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 442 

 
Last Name Whitford 

 
First Name Brian 
 
Comment As a big supporter of our Armed Forces, I know how important it is that the 

Marine's exspand and become as strong as posible for our saftey and 
freedom, however the Johnson Valley OHV area is one of those freedoms 
that we enjoy all year long. Please take a long hard look at all other 
possiblities for exspansion, and leave the OHV area alone. This is a place 
we go with our families to recreate, and enjoy the freedoms that the 
Marines help to keep for us.  I'm sure for most people the Johnson Valley 
OHV area make just be another piece of the Southern California desert, but 
for thousands of us, it is a great place to spend our time with friends and 
family. Please do not take it away. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 443 

 
Last Name cannon 

 
First Name chad 

 
Comment Please leave Johnson valley as an OHV area.  For the past 4 years I have 

enjoyed getting my family together and spending a week getting closer to 
them in the california desert. There are few places left where we can go to 
enjoy motorized recreation. Johnson valley is truly unique and needs to be 
kept open. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 444 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment   Please allow offroading to continue at Johnson Valley. As areas to go 

offroad continue to shrink, this is one place that I hope stays around for 
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years to come. Some day I hope to be able to bring my children to this 
offroad mecca that they too might enjoy it. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 445 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To my military friends, I have been riding and racing in Johnson Valley for 

the last 20 years. I taught my son to ride off Boone Road. In my opinion 
Johnson Valley is one of the last purest desert OHV areas. My family loves 
camping there with our friends. It would be a shame to lose this riding area. 
I hope to teach my grandson to ride bikes there someday. Don't make me a 
grumpy old man, let's work together to keep open our beloved riding areas.  
Thanks 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 446 
 
Last Name Johnson 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment I have been going to Johnson Valley sense the late 70's with my parents. I 

now go with my kids and my parents still go out there with use. This is part 
of what our family is and does. Most of my family has served and we 
understand the importance of what you guys do. I just ask that you please 
leave use this very small peice of land that many families like mine use and 
enjoy. Thanks 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 447 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open as an OHV park. This land is legendary 

for offroad activities. I have not yet been, but from the pictures and videos I 
have seen, it is a mut-do in my lifetime. Our available spaces for off-
roading are rapidly shrinking, and this is one of the best places still open. 
Again, please consider that closing this area will affect people from all over 
the country. Respectfully. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
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acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 448 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a Military member, I understand the need for training grounds. But as an 

OHV enthusiast, we also need room for us to enjoy our sport. Whether it's 
rock crawling, or watching a race. Thank you for accepting comments. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 449 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment It would be sad to see public use of Johnson Valley. King of the Hammer is 

a yearly event that my entire off road club looks forward to. Every year we 
get a motorcade of 20+ people together to drive cross country from Texas to 
California. I'd hate to see it go. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 450 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please stop taking PUBLIC LAND from the public. We love the ability to 

use JV for all types of recreation. My business will be directly affected by 
this action if taken. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 451 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment   Johnson Valley is the mecca of OHV use. To cut any portion of this public 

land from the public is a horrible travisty .  Please do not close this area that 
is one of the great OHV parks in the country and the world.   Josh Smith 
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Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 452 

 
Last Name Jones 

 
First Name Alec 

 
Comment I love and respect the Marine Corp. But, I implore it to let Johnson Valley 

stay an OHV area. This is the offroad communities Mecca. An Iwo Jima or 
Trippoli. It defines us and is the pinnacle of our year with the KOH race. I 
normally would be all for the Marines getting more resources, but this time 
I am hoping y'all can find a different venue.  Semper Fi, Alec Jones 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 453 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment Thank you very much for considering the opinions of the 36 million OHV 
users in the US.  I support the military and want our fighting men and 
women to have the best equipment and preparation available to them, but 
also urge you to keep the Johnson Valley area open so that all of the 
citizens of this great country can explore and enjoy this unique area.  The 
OHV community is filled with people that love our military.  We appreciate 
all the sacrifices you make so that we're able to enjoy the freedoms this 
great country offers.  We are also a community that travels extensively to 
enjoy our sport.  Seeing different parts of this country and getting off the 
beaten path to enjoy the ruggedness of this great land is as much a part of us 
as supporting the military.  I ask you to seek an alternative to the Johnson 
Valley area for your training.  If an alternative is truly not available, I ask 
that you work with all of the users of the Johnson Valley area to keep this 
area open to the citizens of the US. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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).  Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 454 

 
Last Name Crayton 

 
First Name Chase 

 
Comment To whom it may concern,  I felt compelled to write and state my feelings 

concerning Johnson valley OHV. Seven years ago I bought a pickup truck 
and went 4 wheeling for the first time, since then my skills and knowledge 
have slowly increased. The other thing that I have noticed is the huge 
amount of land that is being closed to vehicles for different reasons. The 
few challenging public trails that remain have become household names in 
the 4wd community nation wide, and even throughout the world. One such 
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place is Johnson valley and the hammers trails. This OHV area is truly 
legendary, both for its varied and rugged terrain and for hosting the 
phenomenal king of the hammers race. The money that is brought in by our 
growing (and expensive) sport is surely important to the local economy. As 
an opportunity for OHV enthusiasts Johnson valley is irreplaceable. 
Ultimately access to our public lands for all different user groups is part of 
what makes this country the greatest place to live in the world. I firmly 
believe that public lands should be kept for the enjoyment and use of future 
generations. I hope some day to test my vehicle and myself on the trails of 
Johnson valley.  Sincerely, Chase Crayton 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 455 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To whom it may concern,  Over the last 8 years my family, friends, club, 

and I have enjoyed the vast land of Johnson Valley and Joshua Tree. I am a 
supporter of our troops and do feel like out Marines need our support for 
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whatever training they may need. But I am conflicted here because we love 
the Johnson Valley area. We venture out there almost every other weekend 
for our off-road trips and family gatherings.  The vast desert has provided 
some of my most stunning work as far as my professional career when it 
comes to photography. That area has become part of who my family is. And 
if you take that away from us we loose a part of of who we are. I love death 
valley but Johnson Valley is where our hearts are at. I believe a proposal to 
share the land was submitted and I am 100% in favor of this proposal if it 
means we can still continue to use JV. But to take it completely away from 
not only the OHV community but from families like mine is just sad. So 
please, lets come up with a viable solution that will please both parties. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.   Under each of the action alternatives, 
many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates 
your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 456 

 
Last Name Barham 

 
First Name Mike 
 
Comment Please keep our public lands public, I would like to take my grandsons there 

someday. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
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acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 457 

 
Last Name McCrea 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment I hope the powers that be can take the time to consider the impact not just 

on those close to this area, but those who travel great distances from around 
your country and your neighbouring countries to experience this area and 
everything it has to offer.  Thanks for keeping an open mind.  Thomas 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 458 

 
Last Name Karnash 

 
First Name Patrick 

 
Comment SAve Johnson Valley for off road use!!!! My family has been traveling 

across the US annually to wheel out there. Let me pass the tradition on to 
my kids. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 459 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment  I have visited the Hammers/Johnson Valley in the past - and have a desire 

to go back again some day.  With the closures/land take discussed to date, 
that would make any future trip to the area almost impossible.  Please do 
not close down one of the last really large open offroad areas. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 460 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am opposed to the federal governments take over of Johnsons Valley.  

There are other area and options for he usmc expansion.  I support our 
military, but the public is losing recreation areas weekly.  Lets find another 
option.  There is a lot of deaert out there. 
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Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  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 importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the 
EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would 
cause a significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas. Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 461 

 
Last Name Miller 

 
First Name Erik 

 
Comment Please reconsider the land acquisition in the Johnson Valley OHV area. I 

would hope that OHV users and the Marines could both work together to 
accommodate all activities in JV. I travel across the country from MD twice 
a year to visit the Hammers. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 462 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep JV OHV open to the public.  Many people enjoy the scenery 

out there while offroading and it would be a shame to lose all of that.  Dont 
get me wrong, I have no problem with marine/military training, but I feel 
there are other places this could be done. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  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 importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas. Under each 
of the action alternatives, many of 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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 463 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment There are not many places left for recreational four wheelers to enjoy. 

Many of the spots that are under fire from Gov. are mainly cared for by the 
four wheel drive community. Why would anyone want to lose more land 
that was once accessible to them in the past. The Hammers OHV park is 
literally our Mecca and there is no other area that even come close to being 
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as important. Little by little we loose more and access which is a horrible 
injustice to the ones who live,eat and breathe this past time. I want my kids 
to experience the same outdoor activities that i have had growing up. Four 
wheeling is good clean fun and very family orientated. Please do not take a 
way our access. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 464 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment  Please DO NOT take  public land away from us !! Johnson Valley is the last 

public land open to the 4x4 sport !!  I"m 57 years old ! 4 wheeling is my life 
long hobby !!,Please do not close  Johnson valley !! Thank you Mike Knorr 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 465 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment this has been an annual event for myself and a number of other Canadians, 

our trip is over 4000kms round trip that takes us 3-4 days each way to 
complete. and its worth every second of driving time, and every dollar we 
spend south of 49th. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 466 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not restrict public access to this awesome area! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 467 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment johnson valley great place to wheel and take family for off road fun whats 

wrong looking a little more east 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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, which was carried forward for analysis in the EIS.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 468 

 
Last Name Rowell 

 
First Name Jeremy 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is a great open area that My family and I visit regularly. It 

offers a unique terrain that would be a huge loss to the public if it was taken 
away. Please do not take this public land away from the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 469 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is a wonderful area.  One of the most scenic and unique.  

Off road enthusiasts are some of the most patriotic people I have ever met.  
They appreciate these lands more than anyone I have ever seen.  Many of 
them are not just off-roaders but hikers, bikers, hunters, farmers etc.  These 
are people who truly value the land, america, and the right  to use it.  
Johnson Valley has become world known because of a few, dedicated 
offroaders.  At the KOH event I had a booth set up and talked to at least 100 
Marines that came to see the event.  Another 200 LOCAL residents.  I think 
that we should do more with the local communities, the Marine base, and 
get people involved.  I think the rules & regulations for the lands should be 
strictly enforced during the event.  I think between the local residents, 
offroaders, and the marines we could have a much more successful event.  I 
think the Marines should have a prescence at the event, in trucks, troops, 
etc.  It would be a great marketing opportunity for the Marines because the 
many of the young participants in this sport are enlisted and 
potential Marines. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 470 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please allow continued access to the Johnson Valley Recreation Area for 

OHV use. There are very limited areas remaining where the sport of off-
roading is legal. Closing these great areas to the public will not allow us to 
participate in a sport that we love, and prevent access to some of te most 
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beautiful parts of our country.  The off-road community has lost access to 
areas in the past for numerous reasons, but i assure you none of them were 
lost because a lack of trying on the communities part. Please be part of 
reversing the trend of closing public lands to the public and allow Johnson 
Valley to remain open for all to enjoy. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 471 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is a wonderful area.  One of the most scenic and unique.  

Off road enthusiasts are some of the most patriotic people I have ever met.  
They appreciate these lands more than anyone I have ever seen.  Many of 
them are not just off-roaders but hikers, bikers, hunters, farmers etc.  These 
are people who truly value the land, america, and the right  to use it.  
Johnson Valley has become world known because of a few, dedicated 
offroaders.  At the KOH event I had a booth set up and talked to at least 100 
Marines that came to see the event.  Another 200 LOCAL residents.  I think 
that we should do more with the local communities, the Marine base, and 
get people involved.  I think the rules & regulations for the lands should be 
strictly enforced during the event.  I think between the local residents, 
offroaders, and the marines we could have a much more successful event.  I 
think the Marines should have a prescence at the event, in trucks, troops, 
etc.  It would be a great marketing opportunity for the Marines because the 
many of the young participants in this sport are enlisted and potential 
Marines. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 472 

 
Last Name Johnston 

 
First Name Terill 

 
Comment Hello, Im writing concering the Marine expansion into Johnson Valley. 

This is a bad Idea. The public needs public lands. The Economic 
Rammifications alone could kill the surrounding towns if OHV users have 
no access.  My self and My family travel to Johnson Valley from Utah at 
least twice a year to off-road. Each time we spend no less than $5,000 in 
California alone. I am not alone either. It would be a huge impact to stop all 
of the thousands of people like me from enjoying OHV's on public land. 
Please reconsider thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As in the EIS, there is expected to be a direct 
economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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. 
Ultimately, 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 473 
 
Last Name WATSON 

 
First Name TRACEY 

 
Comment SERVING ON ACTIVE DUTY IN SOUTHER CALIFORNIA HAS 

BEEN A HUGE ADJUSTMENT FOR MY LIFESTYLE FROM MY 
ROOTS IN IDAHO.  BEING ABLE TO BE IN THE GREAT 
OUTDOORS IN AREAS LIKE JOHNSON VALLEY IS ONE OF THE 
ONLY OUTLETS THAT I HAVE LEFT.  I LOOK FORWARD TO ANY 
CAHNCE I CAN GET TO MAKE IT UP THERE AND BE AWAY 
FROM THE CITY AND BUSY LIFE. JOHNSON VALLEY IS ONE OF 
ONLY A COUPLE AREAS THAT ARE STILL USABLE FOR GREAT 
OUTDOORS EXPRIENCES. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 474 

 
Last Name Hines 

 
First Name Joseph 

 
Comment I don't visit California to go to Hollywood, the beaches, or the winerys.  I 

make the 3500 mile round trip at least once a year to visit Johnson Valley 
offroad Area, truthfully it is a rare day that passes without my thinking 
about the one week or so a year that I have spent there for the last couple of 
years.  I have a tremendous amount of respect for all of our armed forces, 
the Marines in particular.  And as such I will not pretend to understand or 
try to simplify the complexities involved in training or maintaining the 
readiness of this great force.  I will respectfully ask that those in charge 
look for other ways to train as needed without aquiring Johnson Valley.  
Respectfully,  Joseph Hines Madison, MS 
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Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 475 

 
Last Name Moore 

 
First Name Justin 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, I am an avid four wheel drive enthusiast and 

utilize public lands many times a year in support of my hobby. I plan on 
traveling to Johnson Valley in February to attend an off highway vehicle 
race held on the public land which might be lost to this acquisition. It would 
be a shame for the many local economies to miss out on the tourist dollars 
that come into the area from visitors like me.    Please keep public lands 
open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
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proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 476 

 
Last Name Clifford 

 
First Name Lance 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is a very special place for myself, my family and my 

friends. I go there often for business as well as pleasure. My company goes 
there every year to cover the King of the Hammers race for the rest of the 
world that is not able to attend this amazing event that has the entire off 
roading world captivated. It is our biggest and most important job of the 
year.  Aside from business, we travel down to Johnson Valley a few times a 
year for family recreation. There is almost nowhere else like it in the 
country (world?) available to the general public with continual land 
closures and land grabs by the federal government.  While I support our 
military, I also believe that the public showed it's ability to work along side 
and active base, even in live firing exercises such as they were conduction 
at 29 Palms during the King of the Hammers race when there were 
approximately 20,000 people in the OHV area.  Please reconsider taking 
away one of the absolute true meccas of recreation in this nation. Let us 
keep Johnson Valley.  Respectfully,   Lance Clifford  President, Pirate 
Media Group 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 477 
 
Last Name padgett 

 
First Name james 

 
Comment   Johnson Valley OHV has been a family retreat for me and my family as 

long as i can remember. I am giving my kids the same experence I had 
while growing up. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 478 

 
Last Name Pook 

 
First Name Nic 

 
Comment Please do not close access to Johnson Valley. I live over 1000 miles away 

and have personally been to "The Hammers" 3 times with friends/family to 
enjoy the terrain. We always make a point of doing our shopping in 
Lucerne to show thanks for letting us share their land. It would be a huge 
loss to both the offroad community and the local economy to have this area 
closed. It is extremely unique terrain and I really think it will not be 
replaceable. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  
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The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 479 

 
Last Name Freeman 
 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment I've made it out to Johnson's Valley every year for the King of the Hammers 

(KOH) races and hope to be able to continue doing so. My sone is now 
getting to the age where my wife and I can start taking him with us for 
longer wheeling trips and KOH is #1 on our list of planned trips throughout 
the year. If the USMC takes over this land for additional training area then 
we will be unable to do so. As a member of the US Army and the Colo. 
Army National Guard for the last 10 years I can understand the need for 
training area for our soldiers and Marines. However, there are already 
several large training areas in the nearby locale for them to utilise. 
Additional training can also be had by convoying out to these farther away 
training sites, as well as giving soldiers/marines a more diverse field 
training experiance than constantly using the home station areas. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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 
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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).  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 480 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Reclamation of the Johnson valley for military use seems a bit out of place 

considering the fiscal situation in the United States today. Notwithstanding 
is the Government's complete inability to see the profits that come in from 
all over the country due to usage of OHV parks such as the one in question. 
People such as myself come from many states away just to be able to enjoy 
nature, and responsible four wheeling. Do not block many thousands of 
TAX PAYING citizens from using the lands set aside for recreational use; 
too many public lands have been closed already. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     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.  
 
The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each 
of the action alternatives, many of 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 481 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We are loosing more of our ORV parks all the time, please find an 

alternative place to do whatever it is you plan on doing with this land. There 
is plenty of land out there that does not get used by many (or any at all for 
that matter). Please do not take away one of the premier ORV parks in the 
country. I am positive there are several enlisted men and women who have, 
plan to, or frequently visit this area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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).  Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 482 

 
Last Name Cauthen 

 
First Name Joshua 

 
Comment Johnson Valley means four wheeling to me. I hope the MC finds a way to 

keep the OHV area open. 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 483 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Please leave the OHV are open to the public. The land is a mecca for OHV 

enthusiast such as myself. I have never be able to make the trip out to the 
area but would like to have the opportunity to take my family there. Public 
OHV areas are necessary for many to have access to outdoor family 
activities. The land provides endless revenue streams, from OHV 
supporting companies to simple tourist dollars. I'm sure that a compromise 
on land use can be found for all interested. OHV enthusiast are very active 
in land use and are a great group to have protect and extend the use of the 
land. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 484 

 
Last Name York 

 
First Name scott 

 
Comment Even though I am not from Ca, nor have I ever been there, the trip planning 

has already began. The main reason is to bring the family's off road truck to 
the famous "hammers", and to watch the King of Hammers race. My 2 yr 
old boys falls asleep watching the KOH movies a couple of days a week. 
The wife and I are already planning on being there next Feb with our two 
kids(3 yr old daughter) to watch and wheel for a week or so. The amount of 
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land that is truly open to the public is getting smaller by the day. This issue 
brings the question to me if my kids will have any place to recreate on 
public lands when they get older. Especially will there be any of the epic 
destination areas left open. If it is truly public land can you please leave it 
for the public to enjoy. Thanks 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 485 

 
Last Name O'Brien 

 
First Name Geoffrey 

 
Comment As a active four wheel drive enthusiest I travel twice a year to Johnson 

Valley to Trail ride and Camp. The Possibility of Losing this Land is 
devistating to me, Members of my Club, and ORV Enthusiest's across the 
Nation.  Though I do believe in the need for the Millitary to train the troops 
I do not support the marines expanding the 29 palms base into the Johnson 
Valley OHV area.  I also do not support any "joint use" areas and believe 
that the marines should expand the 29 palms base another direction.  
Regards,  Geoff O'Brien Geoff O'Brien  Keep Public Land public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 486 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Me and my family go to johnson valley every year to rock crawl. The trails 

that are there are the best in the west and maybe in the us. So we hope that 
you do not annex them for training thank you Wes Brauning. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 487 

 
Last Name Waters 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment I am an avid off road enthusiast and am very much upset at the land use 

policies that continue to take away the limited space we have to use. It 
seems that the off road spaces are the first and often only places considered 
"up for grabs" whether it is base expansion, wilderness designation, solar or 
wind farms etc. Johnson Valley has become the premium offroad area for 
the hard core enthusiasts and my primary use area.It seems clear that the 
Marines are just paying lip service to the opinions of the offroad users and 
will do what ever the hell they want anyway. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 488 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is very important to the offroad community. It is a place we 

take our children to on vacation. It is a place full of great memories, life 
lessons, and most importantly, good times. Closing Johnson Valley to 
public access is a horrible idea. It may look like a desolate wasteland, a 
mere patch of desert, but to millions of Americans, it is a sacred landmark, 
a Mecca, A Destination. Please find another place to play your war games. 
Buy a patch of Mexico or something. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 489 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment We all thank the Military for fighting for our rights as Americans. One of 

those rights is to offroad on public land. As the years pass we are constantly 
loosing public land for recreational use. So please dont take Johnson Valley 
from us. Manny people travel from around the country and even the world 
to experience Johnson Valley. I plan on making a family trip along with 
some close friends to Johnson Valley next April, we hope that the land will 
still be open to public use. Thank you for your time 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
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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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 490 

 
Last Name Fernandez 

 
First Name Joe 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is a one of a kind place for us off road enthusiasts of any 

age.  This is a place where I can enjoy all of my toys and would not think 
twice about driving the 6-8 hours to camp on the lake bed and enjoy all that 
is Johnson Valley. Please do not close this special place! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 491 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is very important to the offroad community. It is a place we 

take our children to on vacation. It is a place full of great memories, life 
lessons, and most importantly, good times. Closing Johnson Valley to 
public access is a horrible idea. It may look like a desolate wasteland, a 
mere patch of desert, but to millions of Americans, it is a sacred landmark, 
a Mecca, A Destination.  Please find another place to play your war games. 
Buy a patch of Mexico or something. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20197 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 492 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is very important to the offroad community. It is a place we 

take our children to on vacation. It is a place full of great memories, life 
lessons, and most importantly, good times. Closing Johnson Valley to 
public access is a horrible idea. It may look like a desolate wasteland, a 
mere patch of desert, but to millions of Americans, it is a sacred landmark, 
a Mecca, A Destination. Please find another place to play your war games. 
Buy a patch of Mexico or something. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 493 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment In regards to the Marine corps wanting to expand the 29 palms base into the 

Johnson Valley OHV area I must strongly disaprove of this decision. There 
is no need to expand the base especially into an area that is vital to the OHv 
community. This is also important to those towns we drive through on our 
way there, as we all spend money on our trip to Johnson Valley OHV area.I 
feel loosing this area is both an abuse of power and economiclly detrimental 
to the surrounding towns. 
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Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 494 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To Whom it may concern,  I'm writing on be half of Friends of Johnson 

Valley organization. I'm an avid off roader and frequent "The Hammers" a 
few times a year not only do I enjoy the races but the friendly environment 
that is displayed on any given weekend/event. I'm in the military and know 
of the land and the amount the marine Corp all ready has this land"The 
Hammers" is more beneficial to local and other surrounding businesses than 
it is to destroy with artillery! The annual events held at JV OHV are only 
getting bigger which brings revenue to the business community. There for 
the marine Corp could continue to practice on one side and allow locals and 
people that travel from around the world to enjoy a good fun fill weekend 
or more in the dirt! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 495 
 
Last Name McGee 

 
First Name Trent 

 
Comment On behalf of Daystar Products, a company that manufactures suspension 

components and accessories for both the military and the automotive 
aftermarket, we are opposed to the proposed Land Acquisition that would 
include the Johnson Valley OHV area or any of the surrounding OHV 
areas. While we strongly support our military and recognize the vital role 
that training plays in keeping our forces both effective and safe, it is also 
vitally important for public areas to remain open for motorized recreation.  
Closures of many OHV areas in the region over the years have caused a 
concentration of OHV use in Johnson Valley and the surrounding area 
(including Cougar Buttes), and the loss of yet another area in Southern 
California will seriously jeopardize the rights of tens of thousands of off-
road and outdoor recreation enthusiasts in the Southwest to enjoy their sport 
in a responsible manner.  In addition, countless hours of volunteer money 
and labor have been instrumental in keeping the area properly maintained 
and free of trash and debris, not to mention trails properly signed and 
marked to minimize impact to the environment within the OHV are and the 
surrounding region.  Elimination of the Johnson Valley OHV area will 
make the tireless efforts and money of these volunteers worthless. It will 
also have a profound impact on the revenues generated by the surrounding 
communities from OHV tourists and can hurt the ability for people to enjoy 
both motorized and non-motorized recreation in many different forms. This 
includes, but is not limited to: hiking, mountain biking, camping, 
motorcycling, and many forms of four-wheeled recreation. Let us not forget 
that a surprising percentage of these enthusiasts are active or former 
military. On a larger scale, reduced access to motorized recreation will 
impact the industries associated with supporting off-road recreation, from 
shops that sell accessories to the manufacturers that produce the equipment. 
All of these shops and the majority of the manufacturers (including 
Daystar) are located in the U.S., which means potentially impacting 
hundreds of thousands of jobs in an economy that is already struggling. 
Though the area may be viewed by the uninformed that the area is simply a 
desert wasteland that is of no use to anyone other than the military, there are 
hundreds of thousands of people that will tell you otherwise. For many, 
Johnson Valley is the only remaining area in which they can safely and 
legally enjoy their sport; to take this area away would also take away an 
aspect of their basic right to the “pursuit of happiness.” In conclusion, I am 
confident that a satisfactory resolution can be reached that meets the needs 
of the military and outdoor enthusiasts in their many forms. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 496 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment   Please stop, trying to take our public lands! I am a avid off highway user, 

and to be frank this is getting a little out of hand with trying to take more 
land from us. I am a complete supporter of the armed forces, but at some 
point we need to put a stop to this. thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response 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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Comment ID 497 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Diminishing the places to take my/our children for outdoor recreation is 

mind- boggling! Just how trapped are we supposed be here in the Land of 
the Free? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 498 

 
Last Name Usnick 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment Please reconsider your expansion into Johnson Valley OHV area.  I have 

travelled to Johnson Valley from North Carolina three times in the last three 
years to recreate.  We only have 16 miles of OHV trails there, so I took a 
job that moved me closer to the west.  I understand the need for training and 
the realestate it requires, but please consider NOT including Johnson 
Valley. V/R,  Rob Usnick 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 499 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not close Johnson Valley OHV park. I have driven across the 

country multiple times to enjoy this area with friends and family. Losing 
this precious area would crush me. I am an avid 4x4 and outdoor enthusiast 
and I beg of you 
PLEASE do not close Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 500 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open it is a great place to go outside and enjoy 

the outdoors.   We need to keep public land open to the public. Thank you 
for reading this. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 501 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have been planning a trip east of the mississippi to KOH in 2012 since 

2006.  Thats when I started building my rig for "The Hammers". My whole 
family has been looking forward to this, and has been a part of making it 
happen. This area is known world wide as the location of one of the most 
demading motorsports in the world. This area is "All of Ours" as 
Americans, including 4WD enthusiasts.  I believe this community, as well 
as the hikers, and bikers that use this area,a multi-billion $/YR demographic 
is large enough to preclude this land appropriation. The Federal Gov't has 
plenty of other land they have already made off-limits to us based on 
fraudulent, in-accurate, and more and politically motivated science, and 29 
palms doesn't need to be bigger. I know, I've humped it. Why can't this 
continue to be known as the worlds toughest race! I ask for your 
consideration and Let us keep the Hammers. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 502 

 
Last Name davignon 

 
First Name keith 
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Comment With all due respect to the USMC, please do not take JV OHV area away 
from us.  That area is used by tens of thousands of hardworking, patriotic 
Americans. We have limited OHV areas with no other options.  The USMC 
can expand is other areas, including Sheephole, Fort Erwin, or Amboy.  
Seasonal access to JV OHV as in Option 6 is a farce, that area will quickly 
become permanently closed too! There are countless families and 
businesses, that rely on activities in and around JV OHV. Likewise, 
millions in revenue and taxes are generated directly and indirectly, from 
access to our lands.  The USMC fights for our freedoms every second, for 
that I can never thank you enough.  What I'm asking you to understand is 
this battle for JV OHV is also a battle for American freedom.  We are on 
the same team.  Please leave the JV OHV area open and accessible to the 
American public.  Thank you and god bless the US Military. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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 EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on 
limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. 
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Comment ID 503 
 
Last Name davignon 

 
First Name keith 

 
Comment With all due respect to the USMC, please do not take JV OHV area away 

from us.  That area is used by tens of thousands of hardworking, patriotic 
Americans. We have limited OHV areas with no other options.  The USMC 
can expand is other areas, including Sheephole, Fort Erwin, or Amboy.  
Seasonal access to JV OHV as in Option 6 is a farce, that area will quickly 
become permanently closed too! There are countless families and 
businesses, that rely on activities in and around JV OHV. Likewise, 
millions in revenue and taxes are generated directly and indirectly, from 
access to our lands.  The USMC fights for our freedoms every second, for 
that I can never thank you enough.  What I'm asking you to understand is 
this battle for JV OHV is also a battle for American freedom.  We are on 
the same team.  Please leave the JV OHV area open and accessible to the 
American public.  Thank you and god bless the US Military. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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 EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on 
limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
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spending. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 504 

 
Last Name Sasser 

 
First Name Craig Ellis 
 
Comment Even though I live in Mississipipi, the Johnson Valley OHV area is 

important to me and those who share in my interest of operating vehicles 
off-road. The Johnson Valley area has some of the nation's best OHV trails, 
and people travel from around the world to go four wheeling in the area. 
People like me have fewer and fewer places to recreate, so please consider 
keeping the OHV area in Johnson Valley intact. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 505 

 
Last Name Long 

 
First Name Matt 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is an amazing area, movies are filmed there, so are 

commercials. litteraly thousands of dollars are pumped into the local 
economy every month by people like me, who drive 400-2000 miles each 
way to experience all the desert has to offer. We leave no trace so it seems 
like nobody uses the are, that is because we love it, and we want it to be 
around for our kids and their kids. We do not want to see it closed or worse 
yet bombed by the Marines. I love the United States and our amazing 
Military. I am sure they can find an area that truly is "unused" to practice, 
please don't make this it. My local rock crawling club spent a total of more 
than 20,000 this Feb. to go see the king of the hammers race. Money spend 
in CA, that would have been spent in AZ. Think about. 
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Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 506 

 
Last Name Kizmann 
 
First Name Cody 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson valley open for off roading I come from Canada to 

enjoy the space it's beautiful and me and my friends enjoy it so please keep 
it open 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 507 

 
Last Name HANSEN 

 
First Name MATT 
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Comment PLEASE KEEP OUR LAST GOOD WHEELING ALIVE PLEASE I 
DRIVE OVER 1000 MILES EACH WAY A FEW TIMES A YEAR TO 
COME WHEELING THERE !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 508 

 
Last Name moseley 

 
First Name john 

 
Comment i have enjoyed going to "lucerne" with my family/friends for years 

now...attending races, participating in them, relaxing with the family, off 
roading, etc...all good family stuff!...a major portion of my business is also 
desert race/recreation type vehicles (rock-crawler, trucks and sand rails, 
etc). the loss of this area would severely impact my financial stability, as if 
the weak economy wasnt enough!...please consider other alternatives for 
expansion, and thank you for serving and protecting our freedom... 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 509 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please take into consideration the impact to family recreation that Johnson 

Valley provides, its invaluable. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 510 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment    The Johnson Valley OHV area is an amazing place to wheel.  Been 

traveling from Maryland to enjoy the area as an OHV enthusiast for two 
weeks the last two years.  Would be a shame for such an area to be closed 
to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 511 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment please dont close my 4x4 wheeling area. This is a place I have grown up 

with my family and friends. Now i bring my family and new friends out 
here to 4x4.  The Marine's can find a new place to use that wouldn't close 
off a huge area that so many people use to have fun. thankyou for your 
time. Eddie Peterson 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 512 

 
Last Name Folena 

 
First Name Beverly 

 
Comment Hello, Please reconsider the expansion into Johnson Valley OHV area in 

short the Hammer Trails, my family have been camping and 4 wheeling out 
there for over ten years.It is a great spot that cannot be duplicated anywhere 
else, I would like my son to have the same chance that we did  Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 513 
 
Last Name williams 

 
First Name fred 

 
Comment I oppose the expansion of the Marine base into Johnson Valley OHV area.  

Johnson Valley and the Hammers trail system are some of the preeminent 
off road and rock crawling trails in the world. 4x4 enthusiasts from across 
the nation come to these trails to test their driving skills and vehicle 
construction. The acuquistion of this area will detriment the local economy, 
off road enthusiasts and eliminate one of the greatest destinations for 4-
wheelers. please reconsider this expansion. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 514 

 
Last Name taylor 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment I would ask that you do not take over the Jhonson valley OHV area. I go 

four wheeling there with my Father as well as my two young kids. The 
"Hammer" trails are like no other place on earth. We "four wheelers" have 
no other place to go that is like the "hammers". I personally spend 
thousands a year  in the local community. It would be a great loss for my 
family if Jhonson Valley were to be closed.  Thank You David Taylor 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 515 

 
Last Name Brown 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment Hello  I have been going out o Johnson valley for over ten years to 

rockcrawl mainly the Hammer Trails. Please do not take any more land 
away there has been to much taken that we the public can go on.  Thank 
you David 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 516 

 
Last Name ganrud 

 
First Name kurt 

 
Comment though i'm 2200 miles away, i beleive that as a avid responsable offroader. 

having places to take my kids out to enjoy the hobby we love is becoming 
harder to find, unfortunatley, their are a few bad apples who are hurting this 
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wonderful hobby for the rest of us. such as anything. but for us to loose yet 
another place to go is devestating. do to thye very minimal availability we 
allready have to public land. johnson valley is on my bucket list to do as a 
family vacation.and having it close down would greatly dissapoint my 
family along with thousands of others. please consider every other 
option,other than taking johnson valley away from outdoor enthusiastes 
alike. thank you very much the Ganrud family. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 517 

 
Last Name Rethoret 

 
First Name Rick 

 
Comment I'm hoping we can work together to make something happen that will still 

allow for four wheeling in Johnson Valley.  I am surprised about many of 
the findings in the report. Too many limited or little impact, when it appears 
as though if the Marines take over Johnson Valley an entire industry and 
those who participate in rock crawling may have no other place to go.  
Nothing is like JV. The Hammers are our Mecca and to lose that would be 
devistating to myself and my family. We travel there many times a year and 
my son and I have developed a strong bond becasue we have been able to 
build a couple of Jeeps to take out there. Please...if feels like a land grab.  
Keep Johnson Valley open for all times to the off road community. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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-
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making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 518 

 
Last Name Hoitink 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment I have made the trip to this specific OHV area towing my Off road vehicle. 

It is a beautiful place and should be protected from being closed. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.   

 
 
Comment ID 519 

 
Last Name Hoitink 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment I have made the trip from Canada to Johnson Valley OHV park towing my 

off road vehicle, and had planned on doing it again. It is a beautiful place 
and it needs to be protected from being closed down. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 520 

 
Last Name Hoitink 
 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment I have made the trip from Canada to Johnson Valley OHV park towing my 

off road vehicle, and had planned on doing it again. It is a beautiful place 
and it needs to be protected from being closed down. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 521 

 
Last Name Meyer 

 
First Name Bob 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Vally open as an OHV area. While I am not a "local" 

to the area, JV is a destination that I enjoy visiting in the old jeep when I'm 
down that way. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 522 

 
Last Name Gardina 

 
First Name Ole 

 
Comment Please keep these public land open to the public. My family and I really 

enjoy our family hobby of four wheeling out in our public desert of Souther 
California. Thank you in advance, Ole Gardina and the Gardina Family, 
Sandy, Boone, Brock, and Brynn. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 523 

 
Last Name Brodie 

 
First Name Andrew 

 
Comment The Johnson Valley area should remain open to OHV use, it is a unique 

place that cannot be replaced should it be closed.   This area provides 
recreational opportunity to thousands of off road enthusiasts every year, it 
has created a whole new form of off road racing in the form of the King of 
the Hammers race. To lose this area would be a major blow to the off road 
industry.  I fully support all branches of the US military and even have 
friends serving in the Marine Corp but I feel that there are better 
alternatives for training then closing the Johnson Valley area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response 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. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important 
part of the decision- making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its 
decision process. Ultimately, 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 EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on 
limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 524 

 
Last Name Fortin 

 
First Name Gilman 

 
Comment When I was stationed in 29 Palms if was the only local area for off-road 

activities. If you go and as your Marines and Sailors stationed there who 
have off-road/off-highway/dirt bikes/quads/side-by-sides (and there are 
hundreds) where they go to off-road they will tell you Johnson Valley. It 
should be kept because it is an often and heavily used MWR location. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 525 

 
Last Name Kimmel 

 
First Name Jeremy 
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Comment I am commenting on the possible closure of much of Johnson Valley OHV 

area.  Coming out to enjoy the desert and everything it has to offer has 
become an annual experience for my family and I. I fully support our armed 
forces but feel that our public OHV areas are so limited and constantly 
under attack I cannot support this expansion. The older I get, the less of our 
great country I am allowed to share with my children, unless of course we 
view pictures from a computer since we are locked out of so many 
incredible areas due to "conservation." Please reconsider your stance and 
look for other alternatives so that we can continue to enjoy this small part of 
our great country! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 526 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The Johnson Valley OHV area is a very large part of the OHV community. 

The vast variety of trails there bring people from all over the US as well as 
from other parts of the world. Us losing access to this land would be similar 
to an entity taking all of the land that the military currently trains and 
utilizes for testing purposes then explaining to you that "yes you can have 
this equipment and these vehicles sitting in your garage, but no you can't 
have anywhere to use them anymore." The land also brings a great deal of 
money into the local businesses that for some may be all that is keeping 
their doors open. 
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Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 527 

 
Last Name Probst 

 
First Name Wade 

 
Comment Keep Johnson Valley open! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 528 

 
Last Name Tipton 

 
First Name Tyson 

 
Comment I use the Johnston Valley OHV area several times a year but to lose it 

would be a great loss to many. There are so few places anymore for those of 
us who like to use rock/desert areas and we need to keep them open to us.  
PLEASE don't close these areas to our use. It affects tens or thousands of 
people.  Thanks 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 529 

 
Last Name Shewey 

 
First Name Jerry 

 
Comment Johnson Valley OHV area is one of the states premier off road areas. It is 

world famous for its varied terain and offers a wide variety of recreational 
opportunities.It would sadden me greatly to have this area closed to off road 
recreation. Respectfully Jerry Shewey 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 530 

 
Last Name Ganrud 

 
First Name Liz 

 
Comment I think taking something like this away from the off-road community is just 

wrong. This land is being used for lots of different things.Why Do they 
need to use this area when there are plenty of otherareas around the word 
that they can use. for instance, Allthe desert land in New Mexico or other 
areas in California. This land is used for off-roading and also lots of bikers 
and other things. I personally think taking this areas away from them is 
wrong!! Find different land to use. 
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Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 531 

 
Last Name Burke 

 
First Name Aaron 

 
Comment The johnson Valley OHV area is the place I learned to offroad. This area is 

the best place in the USA for the offroading community. People come from 
all over the country just to say they have been to the "Hammers". It would 
be the biggest loss in the offroad community to loose JV OHV.   Thank you 
Aaron Burke 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 532 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley OHV Recreation Area is an asset to the hobby and sport of 

4wd driving. It would be a travesty to loose an area of such enormous 
recreational importance. Thank you. 
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Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 533 

 
Last Name Dalzell 

 
First Name Ned 

 
Comment Although I have never been to Johnson Valley, it is on my "bucket list" for 

life. I was first introduced to in through the king of the hammers racing 
event. Living across the country, that kind of landscape is some completely 
different that it is just asking to be explored by myself, and others. Please 
consider keeping this land open to the public, so I, and other who have not 
had the chance to experience, all that it has to offer, can. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision 
about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates 
your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 534 

 
Last Name Dalzell 

 
First Name Ned 

 
Comment Although I have never been to Johnson Valley, it is on my "bucket list" for 

life. I was first introduced to in through the king of the hammers racing 
event. Living across the country, that kind of landscape is some completely 
different that it is just asking to be explored by myself, and others. Please 
consider keeping this land open to the public, so I, and other who have not 
had the chance to experience, all that it has to offer, can. 
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N.2-20223 

Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response 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. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision 
about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates 
your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 535 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We need to save Johnson Valley for our family and friends to enjoy the 

experience of safe off roading. This area has so much to offer now and in 
generations to come. Please work with us to keep this area open. Thank 
you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision 
about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates 
your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 536 

 
Last Name Dalzell 

 
First Name Ned 

 
Comment Although I have never been to Johnson Valley, it is on my "bucket list" for 

life. I was first introduced to in through the king of the hammers racing 
event. Living across the country, that kind of landscape is some completely 
different that it is just asking to be explored by myself, and others. Please 
consider keeping this land open to the public, so I, and other who have not 
had the chance to experience, all that it has to offer, can. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response 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. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision 
about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates 
your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 537 
 
Last Name Eddy 

 
First Name Clint 

 
Comment Regarding the taking over/closing of portions or all of Johnson Valley OHV 

area. I fully support my military and what it needs to accomplish. I also 
fully support this hobby and profession that puts me in OHV areas, and 
Johnson Valley is my absolute favorite area to spend time when I can make 
the trip from Colorado. the folks that enjoy OHV use see their lands being 
taken every day, and this one is a big deal. I urge you to reconsider your 
current plans and allow Johnson Valley to stay a dedicated OHV area.  
Thank You Clint Eddy 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 538 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an avid offroader and outdoors enthusiast I strongly urge the Marine 

Corps to find other alternatives to the proposed measures that will greatly 
effect our beloved sport. The vast majority of offroad enthusiast are also 
patriots and support our service men and women in their defense of 
freedom. Please support us in our time of need.  Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response 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). Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of 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.  The Marine 
Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 539 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open to the public, this is a major offroad 

destination for thousands of people. We drive from Oklahoma once a year 
to enjoy it. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 540 

 
Last Name La Fleur 

 
First Name Cameron 

 
Comment Aside from the fact this is a Public Recreation Area, there has been an 

entire industry created out of the Hammers.  This industry has created jobs.  
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It's funny that the same politicians who talk about the need for jobs are all 
about shutting down this industry.  The powers at be are trying to push 
Green Jobs on us claiming it will help slow the affects of Global Warming, 
even though there is still no conclusive proof that human impact has created 
any Global Warming. But my hope is that Johnson Valley remains in place 
for many generations to use and enjoy. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 541 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep Johnson valley as a useable ORV area. I watch King of the Hammers 

videos every year they come out, and one of these days I am bound and 
determined to make it out there and watch in person.  This is one of the few 
places in America with this kind of terrain. Keep it open and keep the travel 
and profits in America. Otherwise our only option is to go down to mexico 
for Baja, and that doesn't do America a whole lot of good.  Thank you for 
your time, Paul in Kansas. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 542 
 
Last Name Matchell 

 
First Name Kenton 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson valley open to the public!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 543 

 
Last Name Fox 

 
First Name Anthony 

 
Comment Johnson valley is a mecca for families like ours.  We travel from the greater 

Seattle area to Johnson valley for great recreational activity, to a terrain that 
is world famous, an absolutely irreplaceable vacation destination.  PLEASE 
allow the continued off-road recreation to continue.  Respectfully,  Tony 
Fox  Port Orchard, Wa. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 544 

 
Last Name Jongewaard 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment I oppose the Marine Corp expansion into the Johnson Valley OHV area.  

Southern California has a large and vital economy with many residence who 
choose to Off Road as their form of recreation.  Over the past two decades 
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we have lost thousands(if not millions of acreas) of OHV land area making 
OHV areas rare.  Johnson Valley is our largest OHV area left and must stay 
that way.  While I appreciate the need for the Marine Corp to train I also 
know that there are many areas to the east, as well as areas currently used by 
other services (i.e. ARMY) that the USMC can utilize - including but not 
limited to the California / Arizona Manuever Area. My tax dollars fund our 
military and I choose to not have them spent on the expansion of the 29 
Palms Base into the Johnson Valley OHV. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 545 

 
Last Name Scott 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment Plain and simple...taking Johnson Valley/ the hammers away from the 

public would be like taking an arm off some people. The reason I put it like 
that is that some people plan for an entire year to go out there for a few days 
just to enjoy their time out there. Some people make that their one and only 
destination for an entire year even. I myself try to make it to Johnson Valley 
about once a year. Sometimes twice. For me its about a 600 mile drive one 
way. It is an awesome place to be and go to, and I look forward to it every 
single time that I go. I had talked to two different groups of people at the 
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King Of Hammers and one group was from Indiana (46 hours of straight 
driving one way) and another from Texas (25 hours of straight driving one 
way)and that was their big trip of the year.  Not only is it a great place to 
have people enjoy themselves, it also is a great place for the surrounding 
businesses to get some extra customers throughout the year.  Plainly put, 
taking away Johnson Valley would take a huge effect on not only peoples 
lives but also the surronding communities that look forward to having OHV 
enthusiasts come there.  Thanks for your time, Chris 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 546 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley OHV area needs to stay open for the public to enjoy!  I 

drove all the way out there in Feb. of this year and spent a week in Johnson 
Valley to watch The King Of The Hammers race. I cant wait to go back out 
there with My family again to do some trail riding in our Jeep. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 547 
 
Last Name Dixon 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment I made my first trip to Johnson Valley this past winter.  Living in Missouri I 

am not used to having access to such great public lands to enjoy.  Most all 
outdoor activities here have to be on private lands.  Especially any thing to 
do with off road recreation.  I have already made plans to revisit Johnson 
Valley next year and hope to stay longer so I can explore and enjoy more of 
the area.  I think it would be a great dis-service to the public to shut down 
such a great area for outdoor recreation.  I would to tell my kids and 
grandkids about visiting the area and hope they would have the chance to 
do the same.  There has to be a better way to meet the military's training 
needs without shutting down more public lands.  I know there are several 
other branches of the military that have test ranges close by, surely a joint 
training area could be established without dedicating such a vast amount of 
land to just the marines.  I DO NOT think that this land acquisition would 
be the best use for such a wonderful area that could be used for public 
recreation and outdoor activities for many generations to come. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 548 
 
Last Name Ude 

 
First Name Tyler 

 
Comment Please keep the Johnson Valley OHV area open! Its one of the places ive 

always wanted to travel to and have plans to do so this next feb for the 
KOH event as well as to wheel my own buggy there. I understand the 
importance of the military but its getting harder and harder to keep land 
open for our use. Please do not close it. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 549 

 
Last Name Kushmer 

 
First Name Seth 

 
Comment I have never been to the Hammers / Johnson Valley but plan to go one day. 

I blow a lot of money on parts and in local communities to wheel. It is a 
good economy stimulant and good family fun. Please don't take away any 
more outdoor activities or beautiful places. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 550 
 
Last Name Caproni 

 
First Name Stephen 

 
Comment   I have been out to Johnson valley twice now.  Each time has been to use the 

ohv park.  I even made it out for the king of hammers.  Staying several 
days, I bought food, hotel room,  and spent plenty of money in the 
community. This park should stay open to all off road vehicles.  There is 
not too many places still open for off roaders, and defiantly nothing like 
Johnson valley! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 551 

 
Last Name Albert 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment I first heard about Johnson Valley through reading an off road magazine. It 

was some ten years later that I finally made my "pilgrimage" to Johnson 
Valley to see the 2009 King of the Hammers race. From the moment my 
wife and I stepped foot in the sand of Means dry lake bed we vowed to 
return. Due to the birth of our daughter last year, we were unable to return 
as soon as we had planned, however we plan to return as a family next year 
for the 2012 KOH race. It should be noted that my family and I spend 
several thousand dollars to make this trip, further assisting the national and 
local economies. Please consider people like me, my family, and our friends 
who still wish to visit the hammers again. Please don't close our trails. 
Thank you, Chris Albert 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 552 

 
Last Name Rivers 
 
First Name Jesse 

 
Comment Johnson Valley OHV area needs to remain open to the public, period. A lot 

of time and effort has been spent in creating the trails in the area and they 
are irreplacable. Already too many public lands are being taken away from 
the public especially the OHV crowd. Johnson Valley needs to remain as is 
so that the tens of thousands of visitors can continue to enjoy it. I make the 
trip down about twice a year and spend a lot of money in Lucern Valley and 
the surrounding area. I'm sure I'm not the only one spending money in the 
small communities around the area. To close Johnson Valley OHV would 
be the end to many small businesses in the area. Our economy is already on 
shakey ground, there is no reason to make the area suffer any worse. 
Johnson Valley OHV should remain open 24/7/365 as it is now. Thank you 
for your time.  Jesse Rivers OHV user and enthusiast. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.   

 
The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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 553 
 
Last Name underwood 

 
First Name mark 

 
Comment Hello, My wife and I moved here 8 years ago over 2000 miles away just 

For Johnson valley, Nothing else. We moved here from the north east coast 
where wheeling is poac hing. There is no support for  Offroading In the 
North Eastern States. We came from a area where Friday night the local 
kids would Illegally drive on others land and trash other people's property. 
We saw the rare opportunity Johnson valley provides for everyone. So we 
started are family here. We now have a 5 year old son. Because of local 
clubs, and friendly wheeling trips offroading has become treasure to value 
and take care of. My son now makes it a point to pick up litter and spend 
time outdoors, in a age where kids show little respect and no desire to leave 
the TV.  We have 36,000 in receipts just from last year spent in the Johnson 
valley area in regards to offroading in Johnson Valley. I have purchased a 
RV, Buggy , Diesel truck, and a Trailer. Just to use in Johnson Valley OHV 
on top of the 36,000 dollars. Not including the thousand dollars in tools and 
supplies to use these toys. We have been coming to Johnson valley OHV 
for over 7 years and there is NOTHING compared to the terrain in the 
United States of this size for OHV. 

 
Date Comment Received 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 554 
 
Last Name Verdier 

 
First Name Joshua 

 
Comment First and for most, I love offroading.  Rockcrawling in particular, but also 

many other forms.  Johnson Valley is one of the most recent new places that 
I have discovered and now really enjoy going to.  It is a place I plan to visit 
again and will hopefully be able to visit for years to come.  It is one of the 
best places I have ever had the chance to visit.  Please don't shut it down. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 555 

 
Last Name Adler 

 
First Name Greg 

 
Comment Johnson Valley recreational area is very important to our business which 

employs over 1000 people. This area is one of the best off-road areas in the 
country and is enjoyed by thousands of families on a monthly basis. Loss of 
this area would mean loss of a great family recreation spot and could mean 
loss of jobs. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response 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 
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acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 556 

 
Last Name Breakey 

 
First Name Matson 

 
Comment As a US Navy Veteran, I understand and totally support the needs of our 

Military. However, I also value the use of unique lands to support a 
growing recreational pass-time and industry that has become a critical part 
of the American Identity. Off roading, as an Italian friend recently told me, 
is a greatly American creation and tradition. One that has not only 
contributed to a great many jobs in this amazing country of ours, but is a 
part of the life of thousands of men and women across this land. Some 
people like hiking, some like running, some like fishing, but off-roaders 
love the open roads and the experience of pushing your vehicle to the limits 
in areas that most will never try. And many times, the technology we see 
today being used to protect and serve America's military was first flirted 
with by an off road enthusiast. Therefore, I wish to appeal to the US 
Marines to find another avenue rather then the re-acquisition of Johnson 
Valley. JV has become a destination point for thousands of off road 
enthusiasts at a time with such locations are closing, I urge you to keep an 
American tradition alive and let generations of off roaders enjoy the 
challenges, excitement and memories Johnson Valley has provided us all. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 557 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment I had been waiting to travel to Johnson Valley since early 2003 when I 
received my drivers license. This past February 2011 my best friend and I 
decided to make the journey from our homes in northern California. Words 
cannot explain how great this experience was. It was the first time I had 
been camping in almost two years. That first trip will always hold a place 
dear in my heart and I would like to share it with my friends and family in 
the future. Please allow us four wheelers and outdoor enthusiasts to 
continue to use this great piece of land that still lets you escape from the 
every day hustle and bustle of city life. Thank you for your consideration.  
Michael Contreras 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 558 

 
Last Name Miller 

 
First Name Tony 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open to OHV use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 559 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Save the Hammers!!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 560 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I love the Johnson Valley area ,and i was there for the 2010 King of the 

Hammers, I plan on running in the race in the next few years and would 
love to be able to take a family one day to camp and enjoy the Hammers 
Trail system and Johnson Valley OHV area. There is so much other space 
that resembles the Afgan terrain and it would be terrible to remove this area 
from public use.  Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 561 

 
Last Name Foster 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment I wanted to attempt to explain how important JV OHV area is to my 

immediate and extended family. First of all my family visits the JV OHV 
area twice a month to camp and enjoy the OHV recreation area. I often 
invite extended family to camp and also have co-workers and friends camp 
along during these trips. Closing the JV OHV area would have a series 
impact on our outdoor lifestyle that we don't believe is necessary. As I am 
not expert in land use issues I would suggest that there are more people that 
enjoy the outdoor life style at the JV OHV area that will not know about 
these issues and the volume of responses is not a true reflection of the off-
road and OHV community. A decision panel cannot evaluate the number of 
responses and think that is the only people that are concerned.  I believed 
the USMC wants the airspace to conduct training and there are alternatives 
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to this. I would suggest that the US ARMY has one of the largest training 
areas in the United States at Fort Irwin and I believe it could be used by the 
USMC.  Closing down JV OHV area would be a tragedy and I implore you 
not to close it down to public use.  Thank you in advance Chris Foster 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 562 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment    To whom it may concern,   My family and friends have been visiting 

Johnson Valley for the past 10 years, and look forward to EVERY trip we 
can afford to get out there. It is our #1 destination about 5 times each year! I 
understand and believe that the military needs places to train, but there has 
to be other places that are NOT already BLM land that could be used. 
Couldn't the land to the East of Johnson Valley be a good training area? 
Please consider other options as all of the local small businesses would 
suffer a great loss of income if the off road community were to loose the 
area. Thanks, Bryan Putman 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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 
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businesses that are 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, 
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, which was carried 
forward for analysis in the EIS. Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 563 

 
Last Name Barnett 

 
First Name Bill 

 
Comment Johnson Valley OHV area is one of the best in the country. It would be a 

shame to have it be closed to OHV use.  I visit once or twice a year and it is 
2200 miles roundtrip from home. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 564 

 
Last Name mason 

 
First Name andrew 

 
Comment gentleman. my name is lance corporal mason. i am stationed at 29 palms, i 

understand the needs for a larger training area, however... encroaching into 
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the johnson valley off highway vehicle recreation area is not the right way, 
the desert is a big place, and there is plenty of space for both addaquate 
training area, and for off roaders to have our area to our own. thank you 
gentalman. - LCpl mason. 1/7 H&S co. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 565 

 
Last Name Bednar 

 
First Name Dan 

 
Comment In my opinion I think that this area should remain open too the offroad 

community. with the off highway recreational opportunities shrinking year 
after year, putting users in smaller and smaller areas. to lose this area would 
be devastating to the offroad comunity.  Dan. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of the 
current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 566 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment I would like to respectfully request that you allow the Johnson Valley OHV 
area to remain open as a public land. While I, as a US Veteran fully support 
and honor our Armed Forces, it is also my desire to keep areas open for my 
family and friends to have areas to enjoy including Johnson Valley.   As 
you are aware, there are other area that are available for our fine United 
States Marines to use in the manner that they would use the OHV area of 
Johnson Valley. These other areas would be just as beneficial to the 
Marines, while still allowing the public access to the stellar Off-Road trails 
and venue offered at Johnson Valley. Along with my wife and I, our entire 
family engages in and enjoys Off-Roading. Both my son and daughter have 
planned vacations around wheeling off-road, and my granddaughter has 
been off-road during her first year of life. She now asks to ride in the Jeeps 
and go explore at the age of two. I would like to thank you for taking the 
time to read my request and take my concerns into consideration. 
Hopefully, this matter will be resolved in a way that allows the public to 
continue to enjoy Johnson Valley OHV and still find a suitable area for our 
fine USMC to utilize for their continued training. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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). Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson Valley 
and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 567 

 
Last Name Bednar 

 
First Name Dan 

 
Comment In my opinion I think that this area should remain open too the offroad 

community. with the off highway recreational opportunities shrinking year 
after year, putting users in smaller and smaller areas. to lose this area would 
be devastating to the offroad comunity.  Dan. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of the 
current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 568 

 
Last Name Bednar 

 
First Name Dan 
 
Comment In my opinion I think that this area should remain open too the offroad 

community. with the off highway recreational opportunities shrinking year 
after year, putting users in smaller and smaller areas. to lose this area would 
be devastating to the offroad community.  Dan. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of the 
current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 569 

 
Last Name Schwasinger 

 
First Name Dustin 

 
Comment I would like to keep JV open to public use. I've never been, but it is on my 

list of must see, must go to places in the USA. My family and I would be 
devastated to see this wheeling mecca closed down. I understand the 
Marines need the best training in the world, because they ARE the best in 
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the world, but certainly they could find someplace else that can offer the 
same benefits as JV, without putting thousands of people out of their 
favorite wheeling area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 570 

 
Last Name gorgone 

 
First Name phillip 

 
Comment i am a concerned off roader.i am 51 years old and have been enjoying 

Johnson valley for over 30 years.i now have kids and they also enjoy the 
desert.i understand the marines position and would only like to say that we 
have lost so much of the desert as recreational areas already to lose more is 
hard to understand.going east from 29 palms is to an off roader like me and 
better solution as we lost this area to riding some years back.im sure this 
alt.has been looked at.my last comment would be if we were to lose jv.i 
could only hope that the marines might be instrumental in helping us 
acquire new areas which we can access.thanks,phil 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
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acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.   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. 

 
 
Comment ID 571 

 
Last Name Klanish 

 
First Name Corey 

 
Comment Please look for other location the hammers is a dream location I wish to 

visit to fulfill in my quest of traveling to all ohv area to enjoy the offerings 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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). Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson Valley 
and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 572 

 
Last Name Leigh 
 
First Name Jason 
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Comment Hello and thank you for your time. My name is Jason Leigh I served from 
88'-92' in the Marine Corp first as a 2621 and then as a 5800 (5831) those in 
the corp will know those MOS numbers. Just as I started at the bottom and 
had to work my way up in the Corp learning its history and deep roots in 
pride, honor, respect and thinking of the unit as whole not just individuals. 
Offroading and Jeeps have offered me another version of this with the 
friends and knowledge I have gained by being a part of something bigger 
than myself. I have found the Hammers and the offroad communitee around 
them to be a great opportunity for families and groups to come together and 
learn the right way to do something in a competitive atmosphere. With the 
shrinking opportunities for these types of events to be held elsewhere and 
knowing the Marine Corps has other options I am respectfully requesting 
that as a former Marine you try to find a way to adapt, improvise and 
overcome this by looking hard at the other options in order to keep a good 
thing from being taken from future attendees and spectators while still 
fulfilling the mission that faces the Marine Corps. I ask that you please dont 
end something that in its own right provides to a civilian populace what the 
Marine Corps gave to myself and other former Marines, the chance to 
belong and believe in something bigger than themselves.  Thank you for 
your time, respectfully Lcpl Jason G Leigh Honorably discharged Marine. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 573 
 
Last Name Bednar 

 
First Name Dan 

 
Comment In my opinion I think that this area should remain open too the offroad 

community. with the off highway recreational opportunities shrinking year 
after year, putting users in smaller and smaller areas. to lose this area would 
be devastating to the offroad community.  Dan. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of the 
current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 574 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment even though i'm sure my contributions to this are nothing more than a drop 

in the bucket, it scares me to think that the thousands of dollars i've spent 
building my truck SPECIFICALLY to be capable of wheeling at the 
johnson valley ohv area could soon be wasted. if my understanding is 
correct, much of the land this expansion is after is intended solely for extra 
airspace -- there's a lot of extra airspace out there in that big desert that isn't 
DIRECTLY adjacent to the PREMIER ohv area in the western united states 
and possibly the entire country. consider the land to the north or east, the 
JVOHV area is not the only option. it may be the simplest or the quickest, 
but it's not RIGHT.  as a side point, with the concern given to the impact of 
OHV users on the desert tortoise, it's incredibly surprising to me how the 
same issue is essentially glossed over when it comes to tanks and weaponry, 
things that are much more likely to kill or maim those same tortoises. you 
can see and avoid a tortoise from a truck, i've seen them myself. you can't 
see, much less avoid one in a tank, and i'm quite sure a bomb dropping from 
a plane isn't going to care what it lands on.  while i may not be capable of 
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writing the most properly critical letter possible about this matter, i hope 
i've at least made an attempt to convey the fact that the JVOHV area means 
a lot to me. riding along with a friend on the trails is what got me hooked on 
rock crawling to begin with and what led me to build my own truck. if this 
land is taken away, soon there will be nowhere left within hundreds of 
miles where i can go to with the difficulty of trails and the same level of 
enjoyment that i can get at johnson valley. as i've read before, once the 
camel sticks its head in the tent, the rest is soon to follow. i'd really hate to 
be squeezed out of my favorite ohv area of the few we have left. what new 
ohv lands will be opened as a concession to JV being encroached on? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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 EIS addresses impacts to desert tortoise in Section 4.10 of the EIS and 
concludes that the proposed action would result in significant impacts to 
desert tortoise.  
 
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. 
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Comment ID 575 
 
Last Name Fedor 

 
First Name Andrew 

 
Comment Please save Johnson Valley, it is a very valuable asset to the offroading 

community. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 576 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please let it be known that very little areas are left to enjoy the off roading 

experience and Johnson Valley is very important to me. I have enjoyed this 
area for 4 years now and hope that we can keep it open to all uses including 
sight seeing in a unique part of California. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 577 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please spare this area.  2 places many of us Florida wheelers would love to 

go is Telico and King of the Hammers area.  We have lost 1 so please don't 
make us lose the other. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 578 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a former Marine I respect your right to expand 29 palms, but as an avid 

off roader I would like to request that you look elsewhere for your 
expansion. I have had a dream to take a vacation to California and off road 
the Hammer trails. There aren't a lot of places to wheel those kinds of trails. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 579 
 
Last Name Glatzel 

 
First Name Kevin 

 
Comment My family and I enjoy the Johnson Valley OHV area very much and look 

forward to trips to the area every year.  We have been going every year for 
10 years to play in the desert and would be saddened to have the space 
restricted. The Johnson Valley OHV area is a great place for some good 
clean fun which seems to be harder and harder to find these days.  We have 
found that this space in particular is our favorite for off highway use.  
Please don't restrict the use of this land. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 580 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson valley. The hammers. Ohv area. This area is very unique. The best 

trails in the world. This area should remain open for public use. It's about a 
9 hour drive from my home but we make the trip many times a year. The 
loss of this area would be a sad loss to the 4x4 and ohv community.  Thank 
you for your time -Nicholas M. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 581 
 
Last Name Silcock 

 
First Name Douglas 

 
Comment I appose the prefered option #6 for the USMC and think they should use the 

east side of the current grounds. We as OHV family use this land most of 
the year and have done so for many years in the past. I grew up riding bikes 
and driving cars in this area. For this to be removed would impact not just 
my childhood but my kids future on this land. In this current economy we 
can not afford to take more dollars away from local business. There is 
millions of dollars spent just in the OHV business and along with the local 
shops that we purchase food and supply from. There is no reason for the 
USMC cant use the east side of the current base that takes importance over 
the money that will be lost. I strongly suggest they move to the east and 
think about that option more in detail. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 582 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson valley, Have many great trips out there enjoying the desert but best 

of all, It was all have been with family and good friends. Have gone around 
8 Times in just 2010. Already have gone to the hammers 3 times just this 
year. can't picture use not having JV 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 583 

 
Last Name Peet 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment We don't have enough OHV space as it is, please don't take more! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 584 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I'm a resident of Virginia and a Huge fan of Legal Off Roading. There are 

so few locations that are still open and would hate to see another one shut 
down. Johnson Valley is one of the greatest right up there with Moab and 
The Rubicon, not to mention King of the Hammers is my NASCAR. 
Closing Johnson Valley will not only limit our sport but also economically 
cripple many in the surrounding area. Please keep Johnson Valley open. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 585 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley OHV area has become one of the most talked about areas to 

wheel probably surpassing moab, UT or atleast comming in a close second 
if not. This area is important to our sport and recreation. I have never been 
here but it is a dream of mine to attend KOH and be see all the other stuff 
that makes johnson valley the place it is. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 586 

 
Last Name hartwig 

 
First Name wayne 

 
Comment please keep johnson valley ohv area open to recreation 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 587 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment Hello US Marines, I am writing to oppose the acquisition of the Johnson 
Valley Recreation area. I am an avid four wheeling enthusiast and am 100% 
against that land being used for anything other than an off-road recreation 
area. The landscape is beautiful there and it would be a shame to close down 
a very famous recreation area just to have the military drop bombs on it to 
practice. If you want to drop bombs, go into the flat deserts where there is 
no one enjoying the land. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 588 

 
Last Name Bitterli 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment Hey, I hope that the trails don't become closed like a lot of trails already 

have!  I'm an active wheeler and would love to someday make it out that 
way to do some sight seeing on the trails!   I'm sure there are other places 
that can be used for training...I know we have a base near my house that is 
being used but sure could be used more often. Don't want to mention what 
bases those are but i'm sure you have already looked in to that?   well don't 
want to sit here and rant or rave about this...should be tens of thousands of 
people writing anyways. But i pray these trails stay open for years to come.  
Thanks for your time,   Paul 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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). Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and uses 
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would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson Valley 
and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 589 

 
Last Name Beer 

 
First Name david 

 
Comment Johnson valley is the most known place in the off-road world. It holds the 

biggest event of the year for all off-road enthussis.  off-road isn't just a 
bunch of people in the woods running trees over we respect the land we 
wheel on. We clean up our trash and maintian our trails. We follow trail 
markers and never wander off them. I've been wheeling since i was 9 years 
old. My dad got me into this sport and ive been hooked since. I hope to be 
able to say the same with my kids someday. Everyone i wheel is like family 
to me and i meet so many people through what i do.  taking off-road land 
away for me is like taking yellow stone park or the grand canyon away 
from tourist. This place is one of the main places that i wanna go wheelings 
at and plan on doing so.  So please keep it open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 590 

 
Last Name jamison 

 
First Name greg 

 
Comment I follow the King of the Hammers every year. It takes place in Johnson 

Valley, im sure you are aware. I have looking forward to coming down to 
watch in person next year and years to follow. I hope you guys continue to 
keep it open for us off-roaders.  Thanks  Greg Jamison 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 591 

 
Last Name Woodard 

 
First Name Brent 

 
Comment To Whom it May Concern, I am a Mechanical Engineering Undergraduate 

student at Michigan Technological University, graduating in December of 
this year. I have been interested in Jeeps and responsible four-wheeling 
since I was 12 years old. The opportunities that Johnson Valley area offers 
are quite amazing. This four-wheel Mecca attracts tens of thousands of four 
wheel drive enthusiasts every year from all portions of the country. If 
Johnson Valley is lost, the sport of responsible four-wheeling will suffer a 
major blow. This four- wheeling stimulates the economy in a time of dire 
need, and if Johnson Valley was closed, this area would suffer a major 
economic blow. There are other places that you can consider for testing 
facilities, so please save Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 592 
 
Last Name Mckelvy 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment As am avid outdoors man and offroader I'm beginning to feel more and 

more clostraphobic in this large green state of ours. Everytime you turn 
around another outdoor venue is being closed down, locked up or 
reappropriated and it's getting to be a frightening trend. Please let my self 
and the rest of the offroad community know what we can do to save this 
state as a 4wd friendly place. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 593 

 
Last Name Boyle 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment I understand the value of training the Marines need in order to prepare for 

todays battlefield, but the proposed expansion of 29 palms is not acceptible. 
Johnson Valley is one of California, if not the countries, greatest OHV 
destinations. Please leave this area open to the plubic and find an alternative 
location for the 29 palms expansion. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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 
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during its decision process. Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 594 

 
Last Name Rector 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment Johnson Valley has become one of the best used public lands in this 

country. In a time where public lands seem to be closing quite often its nice 
to have a place that we the people can use for off road racing and 
recreation. Closing this down would be harmful to the community and 
business's in near by towns. Please reconsider your choice and allow us to 
keep this land open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 595 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Should we expand our training for fighting, or keep some of the best 

reasons for fighting? American freedom, for individuals and families, 
shines in desert offroad areas like nowhere else. When the Marines fly over 
Means Dry Lake in their F18's, they can look down and see families happily 
camped in the wilderness, enjoying their freedom in a unique way that is 
the envy of the world.   The King Of The Hammers competitions are just 
getting started, attracting money and talent from all over the country, and 
are a spectacular celebration of the American Way. When young men and 
women weigh the decision to enlist in the armed services, the tie breaker 
could well be the memories they have of the freedom and magic of Johnson 
Valley. Please leave it to the civilian world as a wilderness where 
Americans of all ages can go to play, relax and grow as individuals. 
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Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 596 

 
Last Name Rector 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment Johnson Valley has become one of the best used public lands in this 

country. In a time where public lands seem to be closing quite often its nice 
to have a place that we the people can use for off road racing and 
recreation. Closing this down would be harmful to the community and 
business's in near by towns. Please reconsider your choice and allow us to 
keep this land open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 
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Comment ID 597 
 
Last Name Morrow 

 
First Name Garrett 

 
Comment Please do not shut down Jonhson Valley OHV area. It is the greatest off-

roading area in the country and shutting it down would create far reaching 
consequences. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 
Thank you for your comment. This information becomes part of the Final 
EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its 
decision process. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 598 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Taking Johnson valley away from me is taking one of my favorite camping 

spots away the area provides off roading at its finest and I usually go 6 
times a year 
out to Camp Rock road and Bessemer mine road. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 599 
 
Last Name Hischar 

 
First Name George 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is a great place for families to go and experience the great 

sport of four wheeling. I still have yet to make it to the famous Hammers 
race, but I will next year for sure. We are a responsible group that are losing 
our land hand over fist. There are fewer and fewer places that we can 
legally go and enjoy our sport. Please do not take this away from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 600 

 
Last Name Lobato 

 
First Name Derek 
 
Comment Please do not close johnson valley ohv area! Its the most important 

recreation area in the entire US. All of us wheelers strongly support the US 
military but this would be like taking away the super bowl for us! Its such a 
large contributor to the economy in southern Cal as well. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 601 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Thank you for taking the time to hear public comments on the Johnson 

Valley expansion.  I have traveled from South Carolina with my family 
twice to enjoy the undeniable beauty of this area. We are very active OHV 
users and would hate to see such a wonderful OHV accesable area closed as 
so many across the country have.   I have attended an annual OHV race on 
two other ocasions with friends and the event seems to be gaining in 
popularity every year. I have to imagine the influx of thousands of 
spectators has to make a noticable difference in the local area's economy.  I 
understand the need to train our troops in the most realistic manner 
possible. Please be absolutly sure that you weigh all of your options in the 
expansion and understand that the area is extremely important to our 
community.  Thank You,  Donnie Buhrmaster 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 602 
 
Last Name Weber 

 
First Name Marie 

 
Comment For over 50 years my family and I, 3 sons and 6 grandchildren, have been 

enjoying the California desert, on motorcycles, jeeps and bicycles. We 
appreciate the beauty, the isolation and the freedom to do so. We have 
always left the area as we found it. We DON'T mind sharing it with the 
natural or man- made inhabitants. But now it seems our taxes are being paid 
to not preserve this wonderland of beauty and fun, but to restrict our access 
and enjoyment. I am a HUGE supporter of our Armed Forces, no matter 
their affiliation, Marines, Air Force, Army and Navy, and truly feel, 
between shutting down viable bases in budget cut backs and restructuring 
base assignments, i.e. Miramar and El Toro, now they are impeding on area 
not necessary to train and exercise troops. The base at Camp Pendleton is 
huge and incorportates significant beach front property necessary for 
training and includes private military campgrounds. Twenty-Nine Palms is 
also a large base and has other options, and its expansion is questionable. If 
there are violations of encroachment, please severely punish the violators, 
not the supportive, peace loving ORV devotees. Check out our desert camps 
and witness for ourselves the HUNDREDS of American flags flying 
proudly in our areas. Please consider other or no expansion in the true spirit 
of sharing this amazing country and land with the thousands of people who 
enjoy it's beauty and support your efforts, salute your committment and 
appreciate and acknowledge your sacrifices. Please do not limit the 
freedoms you so valiently represet by disallowing our freedoms to use and 
enjoy our own land. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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.) 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 603 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I take my vacation every year from seattle down to johnson valley. I have a 

lot of great memories on the lake bed and would be truly devistated if 29 
palms took over the land. It is a great venue for our sport and also a great 
place to go camping with my family. I hope you take all the people into 
consideration before choosing to take this from all the people that love it so 
much 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 604 

 
Last Name Cox 

 
First Name Jpseph S. 

 
Comment     I am outraged by our Government's contimued expansion of our military. 

We already have the best, most well-trained military in the world and I do 
not see nor understand any reasoning behind acquiring more public-use 
lands for training purposes...especially with the recent horrific press 
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surrounding the "Kill Team." That is what I'm afraid our continued 
expansion is creating, because we don't have the safeguards in place to 
prevent such happenings or to deal with them when they have. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 605 

 
Last Name Leach 

 
First Name Travis 

 
Comment Please realize how much this ohv area means to the public using it. Its a 

chain reaction of impact to the offroad industry if the land is lost. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 606 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To whom it concerns. I am a man of few words. The closure of any public 

OHV lands disturbs me and I feel strongly against it so I will say a few 
things. My family and I like to watch the new and upcoming rock racing 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20267 

motorsport that takes place at Johnson Valley. We as a family would like to 
use the OHV for a family trip outside of our home state of Oregon. My son 
should be able to use this land as well when he comes of age. We need to 
create more OHV land for people, not take it away. People need a place to 
recreate legally now that many places are becoming restricted to public use. 
Keep local revenue coming into the area. Many people are against hard 
economic times and this could be the downward turning point for many. 
Keep the American people free, free to use the land that they know and 
love. Bodhi Long and family. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 607 

 
Last Name Cox 

 
First Name Brett 

 
Comment Please leave Johnson Valley open to the public. It's a treasured venue in the 

outdoor rec community. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 608 
 
Last Name Christianson 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment I am requesting that an alternative to the Johnson Valley OHV area be 

found for your training facility.   The Johnson Valley and the "Hammers" 
OHV are the Southern California destination of choice for the true "Off-
Road" enthusiasts and to lose a mecca like this would bring us one step 
closer to the demise of the sport.  Please allow us to preserve the Johnson 
Valley as the unique and beautiful place that it is.  Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 609 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep this area open to the public.  The offroad community does a lot 

to support the area and we do keep it clean and repair what we disturb.  We 
teach our children and our future about the environment and how to protect 
it.  I am a Navy vet and wish that you hear our plead to keep this area open. 
Thank you- Semper Fi 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 610 
 
Last Name Norby 

 
First Name Matt 

 
Comment As much as I support the armed forces and country I also highly support 

off-road recreation. The Johnson Valley area has exploded into a new OHV 
sport in the last few years and is promoting more economic activity than 
ever. These activities bring revenue to the local area in forms of tourism, 
travel, business, etc along with various business across the country also. 
Please consider keeping what part of Johnson Valley how it is, public. 
Thank you for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 611 

 
Last Name Ciecior 

 
First Name Colin 

 
Comment To whom this may concern,  To me, Johnson Valley represents something 

of a Mecca to off-road motor sports. A mecca that I have not even 
personally had the pleasure to visit...yet. Some day I hope I will be able to 
experience the wonders that Johnson Valley has to offer with my family. 
Unfortunately places such as this seem to be disappearing all too quickly 
across the U.S.A. Please re-evaluate your proposal to close of much of 
Johnson Valley for the military so that myself and generations to come can 
enjoy this spectacular area of our country.  Thank You 
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Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 612 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have never been able to wheel the hammers and am hopeful that I can 

someday. There are not many places like this to wheel left for us so please 
don't take it away from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 613 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment This is for the johnson valley do not want to lose this land it holds a 

awesome event every year wheeling is something i enjoy and would love to 
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wheel here someday so please do not shut it down its good to see wonderful 
people come together every year to watch this event u shut it down and 
can't meet new and exicting people that enjoy the sport like i do so leave it 
alone thanks and later. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 614 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I traveled from New Hampshire for the first time to Johnson Valley in 

February to spectate the King of the Hammers race. It was easily the most 
exciting adventurous amazing trip I have ever taken. I have never been 
somewhere so wide open where you could view so many miles of pure 
nature. While visiting the beautiful scenery of the lake bed, I planned to 
make the trip every year with my friends. Hopefully next year even tow my 
truck out to offroad on the most famous trails in the country. Please keep 
the OHV area open so that my friends and I can continue to have such an 
awesome experience for years to come. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response            Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 615 
 
Last Name Burns 

 
First Name Ray 

 
Comment Americans from across this great nation spend their summer vacations with 

family members building relationships that span generations in parks like 
Johnson Valley Recreational Park. I for one have witnessed that life 
building experience and wil pass that onto my children.   If this park closed 
to our favorite pass time, like so many others it would simply be a tragic 
lose for a significant part of society.   Please don't close this park to my 
family. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 616 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I use Johnson Valley a lot and would be very upset if it were closed. Please 

consider how valuable this land is for us and leave it available. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 617 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not take away our public lands.  We will not have anywhere to 

go, if you keep closing down all the trails. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of the 
current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 618 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment i have been goning to Johnson Valled since i was very young. My fater used 

to take me out there and we would go off roading and hiking in the 
mountains. I now have kids of my own and take them out with me. There 
are VERY few areas left where a family can go out and experiance the 
desert, go off roading and spend time together. There are no other area's in 
the U.S. that has the same terrian as Johnson Valley (the hammers) i have 
been to different areas on the west coast and been offroading in many areas, 
nothing compares to johnson valley and nothing can replace it. Please 
rethink your expansion and leave johnson valley open to the public. Thank 
you, Jason Brown 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response           Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 619 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley Recreation area open for the public to come and 

congregate with each other. It has been a place where I've made some 
lifelong friends and meet up with my buds from the past who have moved 
elsewhere. It's one the most amazing places to enjoy the outdoors and not 
have to spend thousands of dollars to have such enjoyment. This place 
means a lot to me and my family. I support the Marines and our Military 
with letters to the soldiers through my church but please don't take this land 
from us. Thank You, 
Robinson 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 620 

 
Last Name Cummings 

 
First Name Jack 

 
Comment I have two nephews in the Marines; I support who you are and what you do. 

I just hope rather than expand in Johnson Valley you could use one of your 
other locations for expansion. While I know many of your locations are 
desolate similar to the Johnson Valley area the Johnson Valley area is a 
location that thousands of us depend on for recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 621 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment I have been to Johnson Valley just once in 2010. it was one of the best 

expiriences of my life. The views and trails are incredible. I am returning in 
the near future with my son and family. Please do not close the trails so that 
i can show my family the beuty of Johnson Valley. thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 622 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would like to ask that you keep the hammer's area open to the public. We 

have life long memories that we make there each year. My kid has been 
going with me wheeling there for years and look forward to it each year. 
There is not to many places left to enjoy dirt sports don't make this just 
another area checked off some list of use to wheel there. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 623 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Rock crawling is a huge part of my life, and I'd be crushed if the Hammers 

were closed to us, especially if it were to happen before I ever get a chance 
to go there. Please continue considering alternatives so this area can remain 
open to OHV's. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 624 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We usually visit Johnson Valley once a year traveling from Virginia. It's a 

great vacation site and we enjoy camping and wheeling there. I hope it stays 
open to the public forever. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 625 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep open for people who physically cannot get to these areas due to a 

disability.  Closing is NOT the answer!  Responsible use is! Responsible 
use is happening all over the country. Thank you. Eli Harning PhD ABD 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 626 

 
Last Name Pahls 
 
First Name Christian 

 
Comment For the last ten years,I have spent the week between Christmas and New 

Years with my family in the JV OHV area. We enjoy this area and make the 
trip from Oregon every year. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 627 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment the johnson valley ohv area is one of the few remaining areas still open to 

this type of recreation, and is the only one in the southern california area. if 
this place were to be closed to the public it would hurt the local busnissess, 
like the gas stations and stores, it would also hurt almost all offroad 
companys due to the lack of places to go. i know that if the johnson valley 
ohv area was closed i would not go offroading as often because i cannot 
afford to drive out of state. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on 
limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 628 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Leave Johnson Valley alone. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 629 

 
Last Name Barr 
 
First Name Erin 

 
Comment I have been coming to Johnson Valley OHV area for the last 4 years to Jeep 

with friends and i have to say that we here in Nebraska would be crushed to 
know that we could not get together in California to do what we love. I 
have to drive 30 plus hours each way, usually through bad weather to get 
there but, it is very worth it to me and my friends. We spend money 
supporting the small towns around the area as well. Please consider leaving 
this very sacred land open to the public and myself for recreational use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 630 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As I for one appreciate everything our armed forces do for us.. I think this 

would such a big mistake taking away this respected resource. Many people 
use this land for recreation. Alot of turists flock there also.. Its not just the 
dollar factor but thr respect you should have for us as well as we have for 
you. Thank you for your time Wade 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 631 

 
Last Name mullins 

 
First Name byron 

 
Comment Please keep this land open to the public. We are loosing too much public 

land as it is. Pretty soon we won't have any land left to go out and enjoy. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 632 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open to the OHV community, my family and I 

travel from Montana to enjoy this area as much as possible.  It would be a 
huge loss to the OHV family with ANY closure to this area, we hope to be 
able to continue to enjoy this unique area for many more years to come. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 633 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment California has enough problems with revenue why take revenue for the 

local community there and turn it to government money spending.I 
personally plan to make it to Johnson Valley on vacation in the next couple 
of years all the way from OH..It must be a pretty good natural attraction 
when people from the east coast visit those grounds. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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 
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recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 634 
 
Last Name Brower 

 
First Name Jeff 

 
Comment Please save Johnson Valley, keep it open to the public for recreational use. 

It is very important to the 4x4 community. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 635 

 
Last Name Cunningham 

 
First Name Brad 

 
Comment Please reconsider your thoughts around taking the Johnson Valley away 

from the general public and incorporating it into the 29 Palms Combined 
Arms Exercise area. As a Marine who spent time stationed in 29 Palms I 
appreciate the desire for more area to train in, however I also appreciate the 
fact that recreational areas for taxpayers are becoming harder to find, 
especially if your interests lie in off road motor sports. Please allow this 
spectacular area continued to be enjoyed by the entire public. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 636 

 
Last Name Phillips 

 
First Name Kenneth 

 
Comment Johnson valley is a very important recreational area for my family and 

thousands of others. Acres to these types of land are becoming more and 
more restrictive all the time. Help us to be able to exercise our freedoms we 
have in America!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 637 

 
Last Name Balducci 

 
First Name Dominic 

 
Comment I am an avid off-roader and I hope that Johnson Valley is kept open to the 

public.  I am originally from Pennsylvania, and after joining the pit crew for 
a team that races in King of the Hammers, Johnson Valley has become a 
huge part of my life.  In the last 12 months I have made 3 trips to Johnson 
Valley while still living 2,500 miles away in Pennsylvania.  The King of the 
Hammers event has become the biggest event in the offroad world.  Even 
on the east coast people talk about it year round.  I have witnessed first 
hand the rapid growth of offroad racing on the east coast as a result of King 
of the Hammers.  Not only does this race provide a great form of 
entertainment for thousands, it has kept the offroad industry growing even 
in this poor economy.  My move to Arizona from Pennsylvania is a result of 
my involvement in King of the Hammers and contacts that I gained through 
the race.  I have been working in the offroad industry as a fabricator since 
2008, and if it weren't for King of the Hammers I think the industry would 
really be struggling, however it is thriving.  As big as the King of the 
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Hammers race is, the thousands of other people who recreate in Johnson 
Valley every weekend would be devastated by losing this land.  At the rate 
we are losing access to public land, it would be a shame to lose an area that 
is so critical to the success of an entire industry.  Thank you for taking the 
time to read my comments. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 638 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I owe The ability to voice my opinion of this land acquisition to the men 

and women who have defended my freedom. With that said, THANK 
YOU. We as a large group who enjoy using public land for ohv purposes 
almost NEVER have the opportunity to acquire "new" lands to use. We 
must protect and cherish the grounds we have now.   Please keep Johnson 
Valley open for ohv use so our younger generations may experience what 
we have. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 639 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I got my start in fabrication by building a Jeep with my Grandpa and Dad.  I 

have since turned my love for welding and fabrication into a career as a 
Welding Engineer.  I am continually building and modifying my vehicle to 
do better offroad.  I live my week so that I can go out and explore the 
backcountry and the trails less traveled on the weekends.  I hope to take my 
Jeep to every off road park in the country.  I fortunately made Paragon 
before it was shut down but I missed out on Tellico.  I am hoping to make it 
out west for a trip this next year. The money that I along with others who 
love this sport and hobby put out is never an investment that we hope to get 
back.  It is always given for the next big thrill and wonderful sight that we 
might see while we are exploring the wild. Thanks for saving this land for 
future generations to enjoy and expolore. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 640 

 
Last Name Hurrey 

 
First Name Andrew 

 
Comment I enjoy the times we get to spend at the hammer trails and being in the 4 

wheel drive industry I feel shutting a place as important as Johnson valley 
down will be detrimental for mine and many other indivduals livelyhoods.  
Please find somewhere else to do your training. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20286 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 641 

 
Last Name Correll 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment     I am writing this to express my strong desire that Johnson Valley OHV area 

be kept open and available to the public for public use.  I do understand the 
needs of the Military to expand training grounds and I am so grateful as an 
American to every member of the United States military for their efforts 
and sacrifice. I would aks that the the area be either managed as multiple 
use which could offer OHV users an alternative area to recreate in. Or the 
the area could remain open as it is now and other areas be considered for 
use by the Marine Corp. We enjoy our one week a year that we are able to 
visit Johnson Valley.  Again, I do appreciate the need for more space for 
large scale training.  I just ask that some arrangement could be reached with 
BLM to assure there will be a future for OHV in Southern California, or 
more specifically, Johnson Valley. Sincerely Scott Correll 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 642 

 
Last Name Hoton 

 
First Name Chris 
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Comment Johnson Valley is a great multi-purposed recreational park and it would be 
tragic if OHV's were alienated from using the park. It would be an even 
greater tragedy if Johnson Valley were to be closed all together.  It is a 
great part of the country that should be enjoyed by everyone. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 643 

 
Last Name Mullikin 

 
First Name Brad 

 
Comment I visit Jonhson Valley at least once a year on vacation.  It is one of my 

favorite places to go for a week and relax. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 644 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment You can't take JV away from off road community, to many open off orad 

arear's are being taken and JV is out in the middle of no where and no 
around anyone. Please keep JV open. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 645 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment a 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 646 

 
Last Name york 

 
First Name stacy 
 
Comment Hi! I'm a wife and mother who loves the outdoors! We have based our 

parenting on spending time with our kids in the outdoors and 
learning/appreciating nature. Enjoying the King of Hammers and its race 
course is just part of our experience. Our 2 year old son falls asleep to off 
road videos every night. He says, "mommy I want to race that when I get 
older." Closing these lands will shatter one of his dreams. Please consider 
how many families will be effected as you make decisions about land 
closures! Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 647 
 
Last Name busch 

 
First Name jim 

 
Comment The Hammers oofroad trails are the best OHV trails in the entire world. It is 

very important for these trails to remain open to the public. Public lands 
were protected for the public to use, and should remain open to the public. 
If the military needs additional lands for training they should look inot 
acquiring private lands for this purpose. In fact the Hammers are so special 
to the offroad community that events such as the King of the Hammers race 
draws tens of thousands of people to this area each year. I look forward to 
making the several thousand mile journey to this very special place nect 
year. In conclusion it is very important to keep the Hammers open to the 
publice. Thank your for your time. Regards, Jim Busch 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 648 

 
Last Name Kennedy 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment      There is always a need for military training. But, expansion should be 

limited to waht is truly needed. Our United States is growing larger, hence 
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the open ranges are getting smaller. Please take the time to discuss with the 
community what is to transpire. And please listen to us in that regard. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 649 

 
Last Name Quirk 

 
First Name Patrick 

 
Comment Johnson Valley, ie: the Hammers is the pinnicale of rock crawling, the best 

and hardest trails in the world. I live 2 hours from them and is one of the 
reason I retired from the Marine Corps and stayed out here. I live to work 
on my rig and take it out there to see what my ingenuity can come up with. 
It's one of the last great bastions of wild you can go to, no camp site, no 
camp grounds, no facilities, just you and nature and not that warm fuzzy 
stuff most like to see, but some of the harshest conditions in this country. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 650 

 
Last Name Joyner 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment The off road community has taken many hits in the last decade. The 

"public" land that we cherish is being taking away from us. The off road 
community are championing for not only a place to enjoy our love for the 
sport but also for good stewardship of the land. We appreciate you hearing 
us out over the Johnson Vally area. I hope for everyone's sake we all can 
come to an agreement that helps both of our groups out because as we all 
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know no one is making any more land so we all have to work together to 
make the best of what we have. Due to the economic downturn of late i was 
not able to attend the events in Johnson Valley in the last few years but I 
hope that I have not missed out on the experience all together. This area 
brings people from all over the country and it would be a tragedy to have 
lost it altogether. Thank you for not writing us off and taking the time to 
listen to our comments. I hope for my sake, the off road community's sake 
and our kids sake that we can share the land. Thank you for your time Mike 
from Charleston SC 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 651 

 
Last Name Goodman 

 
First Name Jonathan 

 
Comment I travel to Johnson Valley every year, and I have centered vacation time 

around the King of the Hammers event twice.  I have even considered 
buying income/vacation property in the area as a result of the value this 
region has for recreational off road vehicles. This region is one of the 
world's foremost destinations for extreme off road vehicles.  It's loss to the 
OHV community would be a disaster.  This would be like closing Hawaii to 
surfing or Yosemite to rock climbing. Although I fully support all efforts to 
prepare our troops for the battles they face abroad, I have to hope that there 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20292 

would be another alternative to using this area for that purpose.  Right now, 
across the country, there are battles being waged by all sorts of competing 
interest groups who, for one reason or another, are trying to limit the access 
of Off-Highway Vehicle enthusiasts to public land.  Johnson Valley has 
represented one of our few safe havens, where a healthy balance between 
recreational use and environmental preservation has been enjoyed by all for 
many years.  Although freedom loving 4 wheelers everywhere would agree 
that we fully support the mission of the military, to lose this area because of 
it's value to the adjacent military base would be a sadly ironic blow to our 
battle-at-large for public land access nation wide. Please consider our battle 
for freedom here at home as you prepare for battle abroad. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 652 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment keep the hammers open! having access to one of the most remote beautiful 

places in the world is so important. taking away out legal trails will only 
discourage people to abide by the law and trespass on private property. 
keeping the hammers open allows thousands of people to enjoy this 
beautiful country and explore it legally with our rigs. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
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acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 653 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Public land is at a premium. Try to wheel or do any off road activities east 

of the Mississippi. All the public land has been leased out to the highest 
bidder, who closes this "public" land off to the public.   Surely there is an 
area that can be used in the National Training Center area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 654 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Public land is at a premium. Try to wheel or do any off road activities east 

of the Mississippi. All the public land has been leased out to the highest 
bidder, who closes this "public" land off to the public.   Surely there is an 
area that can be used in the National Training Center area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 655 

 
Last Name Glumac 

 
First Name Jason 

 
Comment To whom it may concern: I am a patriotic American and an off-road vehicle 

enthusiast. I support the need for America's fighting men and women to 
have realistic training areas. However, I DO NOT support the acquisition of 
the Johnson Valley OHV area for our Marines to train. Multiple-use 
recreation has been constantly attacked by environmental groups, and we 
have been forced into ever smaller and smaller areas. Johnson Valley OHV 
area is THE premier OHV area in the entire country. Its closure to off-road 
use is unacceptable. The military has the ability to take nearly any area 
necessary for training, please select another area. I travel to the Johnson 
Valley OHV area annually, and spend thousands of dollars of my hard-
earned money each trip. When several tens of thousands of people visit the 
area each year for rockcrawling, mining, desert racing, motorcycle racing, 
and camping in the desert with their families, the impact of our use is 
beneficial to every community along the way when we stop to stock up on 
food, fuel, snacks, parts, etc. The economic impact of this closure to the 
nearby California communities Yucca Valley, Landers, Lucerne, Apple 
Valley, Hesperia, Victorville, and Barstow will be terrible. Finally, just as 
has happened when environmentalists have closed our trails, responsible 
off- road enthusiasts are forced onto ever smaller areas, and even though we 
go to great lengths to Tread Lightly and minimize our impact on the 
environment, our impact is cumulative. The vast majority of us are patriotic 
supporters of our armed forces, please do not take so much from some of 
your biggest advocates. I am in full support of a realistic training area for 
the Marines. I am in full opposition of using THIS area to train Marines. 
This is far from a not in my backyard plea. Please do come to Colorado to 
train. I am certain there are lands here similar to Afghanistan. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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. 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 656 

 
Last Name Sievert 

 
First Name Samuel 

 
Comment I have been building a Willys Jeep since I was 15 years old, and the reason I 

started this build was to take it off road, and on my short list of places I 
wanted to off road, Johnson Valley was one of the places. Please keep it 
open to OHV users as well.  Thank you Samuel Sievert 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 657 
 
Last Name Richards 
 
First Name Timothy 

 
Comment My family has been coming to the johnson valley area for over 10 year 

patronizing the local businesses. We enjoy this area so much that we drive 
over 10 hours each way. Our business over the years has helped the poor 
economy. I don't think bombing the dessert is helping the economy. I don't 
understand how we say we are taking troops out of war areas but we need 
aditional land to train them on. what has happened to all the areas where the 
armed services have moved out of? There are many abandoned buildings 
and the economy of the area is worse off than it was before they moved in. 
Why not go back to some of those areas and use them? Keep the public land 
open to the tax payers. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 658 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I know that you are probably wondering what an individual from TN has to 

do with comments on Johnson Valley California.....well it has to do with the 
money I spend to come to your great state! I travel multiple times a year to 
participate in events and trail rides on iconic trails in California including 
Johnson Valley. Last year I tallied the travel expenses that I incurred in 
California and it was close to 15,000 dollars.  And this was spent on fuel 
and at local retuarants and hotels. Loosing Johnson Valley would certainly 
limit the amount of times that I travel to California, and possibly remove it 
from my travel plans all together. Now I am sure that this may seem small 
change, one person changing vacation plans, but I know for a fact that there 
would be hundreds, if not thousands of fellow 4 wheelers who would feel 
the same way. Please reconsider the closure of Johnson Valley to OHV 
traffic. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 659 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family has been coming to the johnson valley area for over 10 year 

patronizing the local businesses. We enjoy this area so much that we drive 
over 10 hours each way. Our business over the years has helped the poor 
economy. I don't think bombing the dessert is helping the economy. I don't 
understand how we say we are taking troops out of war areas but we need 
aditional land to train them on. what has happened to all the areas where the 
armed services have moved out of? There are many abandoned buildings 
and the economy of the area is worse off than it was before they moved in. 
Why not go back to some of those areas and use them? Keep the public land 
open to the tax payers. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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 importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on 
limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 660 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To Whom It May Concern, I am a proud American who happens to enjoy 

the sport of off-road racing. My dream has been to attend a King of the 
Hammers event in the future. This event is a cornerstone of industry 
networking, research, and development. While I appreciate the necessity of 
your goals, please leave Johnson Valley open to us. The value we as 
members of the off-road community put on this area is not not measurable. I 
cannot stress this enough, and I hope my opinion has some weight on your 
decision. Thank you,  Kevin 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 661 

 
Last Name Stewart 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment My family has been coming to the johnson valley area for over 10 year 

patronizing the local businesses.  We enjoy this area so much that we drive 
over 10 hours each way.  Our business over the years has helped the poor 
economy.  I don't think bombing the dessert is helping the economy. I don't 
understand how we say we are taking troops out of war areas but we need 
aditional land to train them on.  what has happened to all the areas where 
the armed services have moved out of?  There are many abandoned 
buildings and the economy of the area is worse off than it was before they 
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moved in.  Why not go back to some of those areas and use them?  Keep 
the public land open to the tax payers. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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 importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 662 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment The Johnson Valley OHV area and it's established trails are a feature found 
no where else.  The area draws me and a large group of friends from 600 
miles away.  Please leave the area open so that all may enjoy! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 663 

 
Last Name theriault 
 
First Name spencer 

 
Comment     Having this area open to the public is key. I look forward every year to 

vacation here with the family. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 664 

 
Last Name Marshall 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment To whom it may concern; I am writing you in response for the proposed 

closure of Johnson ORV area. The area is a popular and well used 
recreational area for all manner of off-road enthusiasts and outdoor 
hobbyist. The park itself is become a scarce commodity as more and more 
ORV lands are closed to public access. The area not only provides the off-
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road and outdoor hobbyist a great place to enjoy, but their visitation brings 
income and visitation to the area. As a supervised government land area it 
also promotes stable and responsible land usage. Closure of the lands would 
be detrimental to thousands of visitors, the ORV hobby, and the local 
economy.I urge you to not close the lands for ORV usage.  Sincerely,  Scott 
Marshall 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 665 

 
Last Name Bautista 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment   Please leave Johnson Valley open to public use. It is the last of what 

recreational land is left and it would be devastating to see it closed. My 
family utilizes all of the remaining OHV areas in California, JV is the 
BEST for fourwheelers an desert lovers alike. Mike B So Cal 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 666 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The hammers has allowed me to meet some great people that have made a 

difference in my personal life. Losing the OHV would have a huge impact 
on others like myself that have learned some much from the people I have 
meet. I hope you reconsider using this land for military use. It will be of 
better used if it's keep as public land use.Thank you very much for taking 
the time to hear from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 667 

 
Last Name Zuzich 

 
First Name Matt 

 
Comment Before February 2011, I was not overly concerned with the possibilty of 

losing access to The Hammers, in Johnson Valley. That changed when I 
was there for the King of the Hammers, and I got to see just how beautiful 
and awesome this area really is. Since I have been back home from my trip 
to Johnson Valley all I seem to be thinking about is how soon I can get back 
out there, I am to the point where I am considering moving from Chicago-
land to SoCal just for The Hammers and the open desert of Johnson Valley. 
I can't begin to imagine how disappointing it would be to lose access to this 
land for the families that use it frequently, I can however say that I now 
know how special of a place Johnson Valley is and I would be heart broken 
if it was taken away from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 668 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am from North Carolina and came to Johnson Valley for the first time this 

year to run King of The Hammers. I have wheeled all over the east cost but 
this was the first time I have wheeled on the west cost and I loved it. I 
would love to come back to Johnson Valley to trail ride and go camping.  I 
know what it is like to loose a riding area as good as Johnson Valley 
because just a few years ago we lost Tellico on the east cost and let me tell 
you it sucks. We use to go there at least once a month and now its gone. 
don't get me wrong new riding areas have opened up but nothing will take 
the place of Tellico. There are places that have harder trails and there are 
places that have better camping but there will never be a place that has the 
combination Tellico had. I believe that if Johnson Valley gets closed down 
the west cost will go thru the same thing we had to go thru new areas will 
open but nothing will be able to take the place of Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 669 

 
Last Name Smith 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment To whom it may concern; I'm writing in regard to any possible closure of 

the Johnson Valley OHV area. While I appreciate and understand the need 
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for our nations military to have adequate areas for training, I urge you to 
consider looking for areas other than Johnson Valley. My family and I are 
avid off- roaders.  We travel throughout the western US multiple times a 
year in search of trails.  The Johnson Valley area is unique in our sport and 
cannot be replaced. Loosing those lands would be a great loss to our sport 
and the local economy. Thank you, Brian Smith 

 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 
 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 670 

 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Joe 

 
Comment Please keep all of the Johnson Valley OHV area open, I grew up enjoying 

this area and hope to enjoy it with my kids. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/13/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 671 
 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Shelli 

 
Comment Please keep all of the Johnson Valley OHV area open! We love and take 

care of our desert! 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 672 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Having been an off-road enthusiast for almost 15 years this is one of the 

few locations I still want to make it to. As being a United States Navy 
Sailor I understand the importance to have a viable place to train. While 
Johnson Valley OHV Park is the ideal location to provide training to my 
fellow brothers and sisters in arms, there is a way to allow both the use of 
the OHV Park while training is not being conducted and also allow for 
training to continue.  While training evolutions are often subject to change 
on short notice, I strongly believe we can work in harmony to ensure 
training continues and there is continuing access to the OHV area for the 
public. The public would have to recognize that military training must come 
first and there is always the possibility of training that must be completed at 
short notice, there is a vast support for the military in the off-road 
community and I am sure together we can work a proposal to ensure 
continued access.  As a fellow member of the armed forces I ask and 
strongly encourage the Marines to evaluate all options, this location is a 
viable location for the public as a whole from the off-road enthusiasts to 
hikers. I am sure as a community we can come to an option that would 
benefit both the public and the Corps. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 673 

 
Last Name Lee 

 
First Name Jesse 

 
Comment In all due respect, I don't see why it is necessary to expand 29 Palms to the 

west into the Johnson Valley OHV area. To me, Johnson Valley is the 
whole reason, I still 4 wheel; it has the best terrain for the type of 
offroading that I and many others seek. I along with many others enjoy the 
area and the openess and the sense of freedom it provides. Overtaking the 
OHV area would also negatively impact the towns in the surrounding areas, 
with the loss of revenue from the offroading community. There must be an 
alternative to the base expansion. Why not expand the base to the east? 
Again in closing, please do not expand the base to the west and over take 
the Johnson Valley are that so many of us enjoy both for recreation and as a 
source of revenue. -Jesse Lee 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 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, which was carried forward for analysis 
in the EIS. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 674 

 
Last Name Griffith 

 
First Name Clint 
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Comment I live in the naboring town Lucerne, the town lives on the people that 
recreat in in JV. And I am an avid off roader and have been enjoying JV my 
hole life and I want to share it with my kids. Thank you,   Clint Griffith 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 675 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The hammers is home to many offroad enthusiasts worldwide. It gives them 

the one thing to hope for once a year, it has been a support to the land/trail 
use organizations to promote responsible & respectable land use.l 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 676 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I put in my plea to you to please keep the Johnson Valley open to public 

OHV use. There is getting to be less and less land for public OHV use and 
to take away more of it would be great sadness to thousands of people who 
visit and enjoy the area. The government is slowly shutting OHV use down 
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across the United States and it's only fair to at least keep what is left open to 
public use. Thank You for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 677 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The Johnson valley, Means dry lake bed Svra area has been a part of four 

wheeling since I can remember. It is a destination that fellow Four 
Wheelers and I talk about with a kind of awe reserved for only the most 
challenging destinations across the country. Especially with the list of those 
destinations becoming shorter and shorter each year. And now since the 
start of the King Of The Hammers race it is a place that tens of thousands of 
people plan and prepare for the entire year preceding the race. It is a place 
that I could not wait to take my truck to as a kid, and is a place I hope is still 
around for my son and following generations to enjoy. Thank you for your 
time. Daniel 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 678 

 
Last Name day 

 
First Name justin 
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Comment johnson valley is a public place and should stay that way. we are losing so 

much land. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 679 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment My family and I have been wanting to take a trip to Johnson valley but with 

our busy schedule just have not been able to. Then comes the fact that the 
military is wanting to take back the land! My family and I really want to 
make the trip.... Sooooo please reconsider the land accusation. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 680 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley ORV area is a very important area for Four wheelers from 

all over North America, For the Marines it is just another few hundred acres 
to "simulate Afghanistan" or whatever the Exercise might be, but for People 
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like myself it offers a diverse Desert terrain unrivaled by any other public 
sanctioned ORV area. For many regular working guys ,like myself who are 
out turning wrenches on their old Jeeps it is a 'Bucket list' kind of 
destination. Please find a way to keep the Hammers open. Thanks Eh. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 681 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep the great Johnson Valley open it means the world to me. I 

travel 10 hrs two times a year to Off Road in the Valley. It is one of the last 
great off road testing area. The place is just an amazingly fun place to visit 
and test my Jeep. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 682 

 
Last Name adcock 

 
First Name knute 

 
Comment please keep johnson valley open it is a very great ohv area. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 683 

 
Last Name Cooper 

 
First Name Nicholas 

 
Comment 4wheeling is mine and my family and friends main hobby. The recreation, 

friendships, and environmentalism that goes along with this hobby is unique 
in and of itself. I have not had the chance to experience the deserts of 
Southern Californina but I hope to in the future. Many of the vast areas that 
used to be open for responsible recreational access in the east have been 
closed down and used for logging, mining, or development. It would be a 
shame to see our own government closing its citizens out of one of our most 
precious natural resources; FREEDOM. In The USA we have the freedom 
to recreate as we choose, and the off road motorsports community is unique 
to the USA. I hope the Marines can find a suitable solution for land to use 
for training. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 also understands the importance of 
Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of 
land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, 
even under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 684 
 
Last Name Larrabure 

 
First Name Ryan 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open. It is a great place that we should all be 

able to use. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 685 

 
Last Name schellpeper 

 
First Name travis 

 
Comment Johnson Valley (the hammers) is/are important part of off roading and a 

true family adventure spot. one of the last for southern californians like 
myself. I travel all the way to NAWS China Lake for work, to do live 
demolition and live fire training - There is a ton of "closed to public" land 
there that could be re- utilized for military only use- if my unit travles that 
far for just a couple events, maybe you could into that area? Thanks, -Travis 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps appreciates your 

suggestion for a project alternative. 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 
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significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted 
public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many 
of the current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be 
available within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 686 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Hello. My name is Shawn Hallford, Corporal in the United States Marine 

Corps. and also an avid offroader. Johnson Valley needs to be left as public 
land. It is home to the biggest race in all of North America, and it 
recreational use is enjoyed by hundreds of thousands of American citizens 
each year. Hasn't the average American sacrifice enough for the 
government? Haven't Americans lost enough public lands and rights to all 
the special interest groups and government agencies? By taking this landing 
you are turning your back, on every person we've sworn to protect. Now 
protect our PUBLIC lands and let us enjoy whats left of them. Thank you 
and I prayer you take everyone comments into consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 687 

 
Last Name yeamans 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment I would hate for this to be shut down before I get a chance to enjoy it with 

my family. I live in southern oregon and I have seen so many ohv areas shut 
down over the years I must travel to enjoy my 4 wheeling and camping!I 
have plans to visit this ohv park this summer. There has to be other places 
for the marines. Richard Yeamans 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 688 

 
Last Name Tanzer 

 
First Name John 
 
Comment To Whom It May Concern, Please take under advisement that I recommend 

Johnson Valley remain and OHV access area. At the very least, please 
continue to grant OHV access to some areas, if all that are currently used 
can no longer be.  We appreciate that you've allowed us to use this land to 
this point and wish to continue doing so. Our sport fuels are suffering 
economy, especially with events such as King of the Hammers. The 
economic impacts have been proven to be significant and the time spent 
with families and friends is important to so many of us while using our 
OHV's. Thank you for your time, John Tanzer 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 689 

 
Last Name Fowler 

 
First Name Raji 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is one of the premiere spots for off road motorsports, with 

it's wide offerings and diverse trails. It's also home to the King of the 
HAMMERS. This one time a year event brings people from all over the 
world, and litteraly turns this barren desert lake bed into a full fledge city. It 
also boosts the local economy. While I respect all those that serve this 
nation and respect the Marines and what they do, This is one issue that I 
will have to stand against. We have lost a huge amount of trails, and there 
will not be any more. I want to be able to know taht I can take my grand 
kids to this place and have them enjoy what the area has to offer. So please 
leave Johnson Valley alone, and let us have what few trails left to enjoy 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 690 

 
Last Name fLECK 

 
First Name John 
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Comment Johnson Vally OHV park is the most legendary in the world and an icon in 
the offroad community. To close it would be like shutting down 
Yellowstone national park. The people have been using it as a meeting 
place to have family get togethers and outings so our children grow up 
knowing what the outdoors is all about. It provides a safe and dedicated 
area for the sport and keeps people from going to non designated areas. If 
you value America and the way of life it offers, please dont shut down this 
Legendary location and put the people out cold. Regards  John Fleck Back 
Country Binders 4x4 LLC. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 691 

 
Last Name Bransford 

 
First Name Jerry 

 
Comment Johnson Valley may seem like just another featureless typical desert area, 

but to many from throughout the U.S. and indeed beyond U.S. borders, it is 
a completely unique and beautiful area that is unlike any other. Families 
and recreationists from far and wide flock to enjoy Johnson Valley and the 
endless recreational activities it provides.  Visit the area and you'll find its 
visitors have license plates from across the U.S.  Talk with more visitors 
and you'll discover that many of them come from as far away as Australia 
and Europe, and they are here solely to enjoy what Johnson Valley offers.  
Johnson Valley is that unique. In fact, even many of the surrounding desert 
communities depend on those visitors for their very livelihoods and that if 
the visitors stopped coming, some of those communities simply may not 
even survive. Johnson Valley hosts many events throughout the year 
including one of the fastest growing and toughest off-road competitive 
events in North America called King of the Hammers.  That event alone 
drew over 15,000 visitors including TV and radio coverage that brought 
much needed revenue to the surrounding communities. One of the largest 
groups of visitors includes the offroading community. Offroaders are 
completely supportive of the US military and especially our Marine Corps.  
We believe in the mission of the Marines and would do nothing to 
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jeopardize the training that is so vital to the Marine Corps mission.  With 
that in mind, we believe there is more than enough suitable terrain outside 
of and adjoining the Johnson Valley recreational area for the Marines to 
conduct their training in. There are certain areas within the Johnson Valley 
recreational area, particularly inside the canyons, that simply cannot be 
duplicated anywhere else. To lose those valuable recreational resources that 
are, truly, so unique would be tragic to a huge number of families and 
recreationists.  We believe few within the Marine Corps knew just how 
much Johnson Valley meant to so many and just how important of a 
national recreational resource that it has become. We believe that you do 
now understand its importance and because of that, we simply request that 
you give the most possible consideration to expanding your training areas to 
adjoining desert terrain that does not take our Johnson Valley away from us. 
Thank you for your consideration. Jerry Bransford Escondido, California 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 692 

 
Last Name Krob 

 
First Name Dan 

 
Comment Please let Johnson Valley be open to the people who finance it and enjoy it 

rather than closing it to allow future generations to be locked out of it also. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 693 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment     I am hoping that the U.S. Marine Corps will reconsider expanding their 

training area into the Johnson Valley OHV area. Unfortunately, I have 
never been to Johnson Valley, but I hope to go soon, and I will hopefully be 
able to attend the 2012 King of the Hammers race. This race has been like a 
small stimulus package for the economy.  Over the last several years, 
millions of dollars have been spent by private individuals looking to p 
rticipate in this race, who would have otherwise been sitting on their 
money, and therefore not helping out the economy. Not to mention all the 
vendors and private citizens that attend the race (as well as the desert races 
held in the area), and all of the recreational users that use the area year 
round. If you do not have an alternative area to use, please consider only 
using the Johnson Valley area for a set amount of time every year, and 
leaving it open for public usage for the remaining days. This recreational 
area has so much value for the OHV community, it would be very sad to 
see it lost to all of us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 694 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open! I want to be able to take my kids there 

years from now to enjoy, there are plenty of other places the military can 
use for their training needs. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 695 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Please do not take any more land from us to enjoy and share with our 

families, the next generation. My hobby, offroading, relies on the few 
remaining areas open to the public. The entire Johnson Valley area holds 
multiple disciplines for numerous activities and all skill levels. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 696 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please reconsider your plan to close Lucerne Valley and use it for training.  

This is a valuable area for recreation off-road riding and would have a great 
impact on families that use this for their family sport.  If this is gone 
families would have to drive to other states and lose their opportunity to do 
it on a regular basis.  Riding as a young child with my family gave me a 
sense of responsibility and pride and I would hate to see that lost in our 
youth today.  This land is more valuable as an area where families can 
experience the great outdoors than a military training facility.  Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 697 

 
Last Name zanaria 

 
First Name enea 

 
Comment hi hallo I'm Enea from Italy, unfurtunately I was not born in the states,I was 

not born in California,but I was born in a coutry where doesn't exist pubblic 
land use,where does't exist ohv areas,where doesn't exist buggies world and 
where a guy that loves off road cars is not free to change the wheels on his 
car........ I went to see the last edition of KOH in february and many people 
tell me about the american army wants close Jhonson valley ohv area..... I 
ask you to leave Jhonson valley free to all the off road lovers,and don't 
became a off road jail like where I live. best regards Enea 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 698 

 
Last Name Sherwood 

 
First Name William 

 
Comment Johnson Valley area has been one of the few close areas to ride motorcycles 

and ATVs for the local residents. I'm concerned that the Marine base is 
going to consume more and more of "OUR" the public's recreational land. I 
have heard of a area on base of very historical significance that is already 
off limits to the public. The Petroglyph site.Please leave the land for our 
use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 699 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson OHV is a big part of my off roading experience and I have had 

many fun memories there, and hope to create more in the future. Please 
leave Johnson Valley OHV open to us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 700 
 
Last Name Brown 

 
First Name Roger 

 
Comment Please retain existing access to the OHV areas of Johnson Valley. This is 

one of the largest contiguous areas that we have left for recreation. There is 
enough room for thousands of people to visit and still have an area to 
themselves without being crowded into a small area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 701 

 
Last Name Reynolds 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Hello, My name is John and have been recreating in the Johnson Valley 

OHV area for almost 20 years with my four wheel drive vehicle. It is the 
only place like it in the world! 5 years ago, I became involved with the 
King of the Hammers race (in fact, I won it the first year)and have since 
started a business building race vehicles specifically for the K.O.H. race. 
They are high end race vehicles vehicles which can cost up to $160,000 
each. There are a lot of parts I buy from other sources and services I use 
from other shops to produce these race cars. I really hope you can find 
another way to expand your base without taken away our OHV area 
specifically, the area around Means dry lake and adjacent trails. Obviously, 
without the Johnson Valley Hammer trail system, my business will have to 
close it's doors. Thanks for considering my request, John Reynolds 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20324 

Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 702 

 
Last Name Davies 

 
First Name Russell 

 
Comment To whom this information will be reviewed by, I have not set foot in the 

area of the Johnson Valley OHV Park for about 15 years. However, when I 
was attending California State University, San Bernardino, this area was 
occasionally used by the geology group for mapping activities and 
geomorphologic studies. As a geologist, the loss of this area could be 
replaced by other similar locales. However, as an off-highway enthusiast, I 
have enjoyed the Johnson Valley area on numerous occasions. With losses 
of other localities in the greater Los Angeles area, it would be a shame for 
this area to be no longer accessible. Thank you, Russell Davies 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 703 

 
Last Name maier 

 
First Name matt 

 
Comment Johnson Valley may seem like just another featureless typical desert area, 

but to many from throughout the U.S. and indeed beyond U.S. borders, it is 
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a completely unique and beautiful area that is unlike any other. Families 
and recreationists from far and wide flock to enjoy Johnson Valley and the 
endless recreational activities it provides. Visit the area and you'll find its 
visitors have license plates from across the U.S. Talk with more visitors and 
you'll discover that many of them come from as far away as Australia and 
Europe, and they are here solely to enjoy what Johnson Valley offers. 
Johnson Valley is that unique. In fact, even many of the surrounding desert 
communities depend on those visitors for their very livelihoods and that if 
the visitors stopped coming, some of those communities simply may not 
even survive.  Johnson Valley hosts many events throughout the year 
including one of the fastest growing and toughest off-road competitive 
events in North America called King of the Hammers. That event alone 
drew over 15,000 visitors including TV and radio coverage that brought 
much needed revenue to the surrounding communities. One of the largest 
groups of visitors includes the offroading community. Offroaders are 
completely supportive of the US military and especially our Marine Corps. 
We believe in the mission of the Marines and would do nothing to 
jeopardize the training that is so vital to the Marine Corps mission. With 
that in mind, we believe there is more than enough suitable terrain outside 
of and adjoining the Johnson Valley recreational area for the Marines to 
conduct their training in. There are certain areas within the Johnson Valley 
recreational area, particularly inside the canyons, that simply cannot be 
duplicated anywhere else. To lose those valuable recreational resources that 
are, truly, so unique would be tragic to a huge number of families and 
recreationists. We believe few within the Marine Corps knew just how 
much Johnson Valley meant to so many and just how important of a 
national recreational resource that it has become. We believe that you do 
now understand its importance and because of that, we simply request that 
you give the most possible consideration to expanding your training areas to 
adjoining desert terrain that does not take our Johnson Valley away from us. 
Thank you for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 704 

 
Last Name Clark 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment As an avid off road enthusiast and fan of public lands the Johnson valley 

area is truly one of the finest spots on the country.  This site actually gets 
people into a new and expanding sport, it adds hundreds of thousands of 
dollars of revenue to the are from people traveling from all over the world 
to enjoy it.  I come from a family with a very long and distinguished history 
of military service, so I absolutely understand the need for proper training 
grounds to help our troops. There are hundreds of other sites that could be 
used for similar large scale operations that would not take a bit out of the 
local economy and one of the fastest growing recreational activities in the 
country. Thank you for taking the time to consider the publics thoughts. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 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.   Under each 
of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 705 
 
Last Name McFadden 

 
First Name Roger 

 
Comment Over the past nine years I have dedicated a substancial amount of my 

annual income to building my trucks to drive the trails in Johnson Valley.  
It has become a staple in my family.  We make the five hour drive several 
times a year weather to drive or spectate the Hammers have become a 
family tradition.  I have made great memories with my family there and I 
hope they will be able to make memories with there children there also.  
Thankyou for taking the time to read this.  please keep the hammers open to 
the public. Sincearly, Roger W. McFadden 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 706 

 
Last Name salvador 

 
First Name joe 

 
Comment Johnson Valley must stay open for OHV. It is the mecca for us rock 

crawlers and offroad. It is the closest to the Los Angeles residents. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 707 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a proud American, and a desert lover, i wish to comment on the need to 

keep this land open for public/civilian use. i personally feel we can share 
the lands you help protect. we as desert lands users are supporters of our 
fine military and are wanting nothing but the best for our troops. but what 
are you protecting our lands for if we the public cannot use and enjoy it? 
hundreds of thousands of people use and enjoy this land each and every 
year, and have been for many, many years. we have had generations grow 
up and pass this opportunity onto their children. and now you want to 
completely shut it down for public use? did we not learn anything from the 
building of the berlin wall? with all the unoccupied lands california has to 
offer, you want an area that has been used and enjoyed by so many 
Americans for so many years? why? i for one can understand a 
compromise. like sharing the lands. when the military has a special need for 
it, use it for that short period, but let us have it back for the rest of the time. 
fencing off our deserts is nothing different than building a wall. are you 
getting this? at what point do you want the civilians to be at war with its 
own military? we wish to continue to support, but if this type of 
communistic take over continues, i feel it will hurt the relationship between 
civilians and the military. my family lives on the border of one of the finest 
Marine bases in the country. and i show and teach my 3 year old son about 
our troops whenever they drive through our town, or fly over head. not a fly 
over goes by that he does not wave to the sky in support. but i cannot know 
what he will think when i tell him we can no longer go to the desert to enjoy 
its beauty because the military took that land from us and closed it to the 
public. Please let him and his children grow up in a land that is still free, 
and free to use and see. your machines are quite capable of transporting our 
troops and weapons practice to REMOTE areas. Please do not take our 
accessible lands from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 708 

 
Last Name Bishop 

 
First Name Robb 

 
Comment OK as a veteran (US Army, 1990-96, I trained with Marines at Kaneohe 

Bay & Camp Pendleton)I wholly understand the need for training areas 
however I am sure that there are some alternative sites for the Marines to 
use other than the Johnson Valley OHV park. Too many areas are closed 
off every year to the Civilian off road community. I have not yet had the 
opportunity to get down to CA to visit Johnson valley, one of my vacation 
goals is to attend the 2012 King of the Hammers Off Road race. If the 
Marines use this as a Training area, that dream will not be able to take 
place. Please consider alternate areas to use. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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.  Under each 
of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational opportunities and 
uses would continue to be available within specific portions of Johnson 
Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 709 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20330 

Comment I live in florida for work reasons but my dream is to move out west just to 
be closer to the Johnson Valley OHV area. There is no place like it please 
dont close it.Here in florida everything is flat and they are closing 
everything down. I always hace to travel out of state to go wheel. I have 
alrady visited NC, KT, GA, AL,TN just to go wheeling this past 3 years and 
im already planning for the long haul to attend and spend a month at king of 
the hammers next year. It is a great sport and my kids love it. Keep it open 
and I'll be glad to help in any way I can. Thanks, Juan 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 710 

 
Last Name moseley 

 
First Name tasha 

 
Comment With the downturn of the economy we have all had to do with alot less of 

the "extras" in life..with that said camping and offroading in places that 
don't charge admission, sell food for obscene amounts, or require you to 
provide ten proofs of id and insurance are few and far between. Johnson 
Valley is one of those few havens that have provided all of us with those 
"memories that will last a lifetime moments" like your kid riding a 
motorcycle for the first time, or when you went to your first offroad race. 
These things may sound trivial to the average city dweller that thinks 
camping is what you do at an overpriced hotel? But it's so much more for 
"us" the people in this industry. Not only is it our livelyhood but it's our 
passion the thing that we look forward to, plan for, prepare for, SAVE 
FOR...so that we can sit in our camping chairs while our 9 year old goes 
roundy round on her quad feeling that ever so rare moment of freedom 
seldom felt in this day and age, so we sit and watch them all enjoying, 
laughing, making new memories to bring back home with us so that we can 
begin again planning, preparing, SAVING, for the next time...don't take that 
away from "us" please.... 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 711 

 
Last Name Scharnweber 

 
First Name Johnny 

 
Comment After attending the public comment period meeting and reviewing all 

Alternatives for 29 Palms training land Acquisition I ask that you take 
Alternative #3. I am addamently opposed to more government closure of 
our public recreation areas as well as the negative impact closing any 
portion of Johnson Valley OHV area would have on the economy.  This has 
been a popular recreation area for Southern California for many decades 
and the closure of this area would increase the potential for unlawful access 
which could lead to the death if a civilian were to come across live ammo.  
In addition, the loss of revenue would mean the loss of jobs for many 
Americans as some of the income derviced from this area is what generates 
most of the income to certain business. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for recreation 
and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley 
would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives 
involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of 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 
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limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 712 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Every one has a bucket list and every trail in Johnson Valley is on mine! It 

is a one of a kind trail system, that a lot of blood, sweat, and tears have been 
given from the off road community to make these trails what they have 
become. Johnson Valley is used by many from Jeeping, Desert Racing, 
Geocashing, Camping, Hiking, & Dirt Bikes. It is also used by major off 
road companies for product testing. The King of the Hammers race brings 
people from all over the world, some who just want a chance to say they 
have been in the toughest off road race in the world, with a combination of 
rock crawling & desert racing. This is what being a American is all about, 
the freedom to be able to have the public land to enjoy. I'm not apposed to 
the expansion of the Marine Base but would prefer the expansion to be to 
the east and not affect Johnson Valley. I believe the expansion to the east, is 
in the best interest to every one! A bridge could be built for Amboy Road to 
allow military equipment to pass under (it could be possible for the off road 
community to help fund such a project), the train track could allow a 
delivery point for military equipment, & as for the natural gas line there are 
many different options! So Acquisition #3, I believe would be the best 
solution. KEEP JOHNSON VALLEY PUBLIC LAND.... SAVE THE 
HAMMERS.... 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 713 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please allow continued use of the Johnson Valley area for OHV users. I 

would like to be able to attend the King of the Hammers race next year and 
also to utilize the valley. Rus 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 714 

 
Last Name Pulsford 

 
First Name Dan 

 
Comment Please keep this open to the public!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 715 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not take this remaining desert area that I go to with my children. 

Many areas in the desert have been taken by well-meaning but misguided 
attempts to "save" the desert. This has closed the desert to use by me, my 
kids, and grandkids. Please do not take Johnson Valley OHV area. Thank 
you! 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 716 

 
Last Name Win 

 
First Name Henry 

 
Comment Please do not expand the 29 Palms Base into the area known as the 

Hammers. This area of Lucerne Valley is very important to me and to my 
club.  We regularly make the trek down to the Hammers from San Luis 
Obispo, CA between 5 and 7 times a year.  Every year we as outdoor 
enthusiasts lose more and more open land.  What we have left is limited.  
Keep public lands open to the public and keep American dreams alive. 
Sincerely,  H. Scott Winsor President Cal Poly Goats Off Road Club 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 717 

 
Last Name MacLean 

 
First Name Jan 

 
Comment My lifelong dream is to visit the desert of California to explore the historic 

path of miners and the harshness of the enviroment there.   I hope the area 
remains open to recreational vehicle useage for the public. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 718 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep the Johnson Valley open! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 719 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To my understanding, the Johnson Valley OHV area is being looked at by 

the Marines for use. I am a long time offroad enthusiast and although I 
personally have never been to Johnson Valley, it is one of my goals as an 
enthusiast. I am sure some medium can be reached between the enthusiasts 
like myself and the military but I would personally like to see the trails that 
many have learned to love and many more, like myself, will learn to love 
stay open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 720 

 
Last Name POWERS 

 
First Name GENE 

 
Comment I MOVED UP TO THE HIGH DESERT TO ENJOY THE OUTDOORS. I 

HAVE 2 JEEPS AND 4 QUADS THAT WE RIDE OUT AT JOHNSON 
VALLEY. IT WOULD BE A LOST IF WE WERE TO LOSE OUR BACK 
YARD TO PLAY IN. I HAVE ALWAYS PACKED IT IN AND OUT. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 721 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I live 1800 miles away from the Johnson Valley OHV area but I have 

happily made the trip 3 times and would have made it many more times if I 
had the time and money. Each time myself and others have brought with us 
many hundreds of dollars that we have left with the nearby merchants. 
There simply is no other place in the US that has the terrain that JV has to 
offer. I plan to retire in 5 years or so and will relocate to a city that is near 
JV in order to have easier access to the OHV area. Please don't take this 
opportunity away from me and the countless others who share my respect 
and appreciation for the great gift of the JV OHV area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 722 

 
Last Name muchow 

 
First Name scott 

 
Comment My family loves the outdoors rock crawling and desert ridding are what we 

do for fun i live in northern ca and drive 2-3 times a year to play at the 
hammers a great place to hang out with family and friends> 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 723 

 
Last Name Woodland 

 
First Name William 

 
Comment I under stand the proposed action of using parts of Johnson Valley for 

training purposes being a veteran my self, but i beleive it would be a bad 
idea to take away the area of the hammer trails in Jv.for the purpose of 
training...i beleieve there is an alternate area it that part of california that 
also would be better suited...the area of the hammer trailis a meca of the 4-
Wheeling sport all of us wheelers all would like to make a trip to enjoy the 
johnson valley area and even attend the King of the hammers race ..I have 
been to the Boone rd. orv area riding with a friend in the past and had a 
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wonderful time while i was there,and would love to have the oppertunity to 
bring my own 4x4 down and enjoy this area also in the future. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 724 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I understand the need for our marines to have large areas to train, however I 

believe that there is more than enough abandoned land that the US 
government already owns that is available for large scale use of training. 
Every year we lose places to take our families to ride and fight a losing 
battle to keep our kids out of trouble and by buying this land you are only 
further eliminating options for our groups to have family oriented activities. 
I would hope that you could put forth the effort to find an area that is 
already owned by our government and use that area for your training. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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). 
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Comment ID 725 
 
Last Name Pickens 

 
First Name Josh 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is one of the few remaining OHV recreational areas in the 

country. Please reconsider your agenda to close it down. i.e. don't fix it if 
it's not broke.  8-) Josh Pickens Grafton WV 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 726 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment I write to ask the marines to not take over what little ohv land the U.S. 

taxpaying citizens have left. I traveled over 2000 miles last year just to visit 
the johnson valley ohv area from michigan. I plan on doing this again next 
year with my 3 year old son. I do not want to have to explain to him why 
we cancelled our trip. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 727 

 
Last Name Hostinsky 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment    This is a great place to go and have fun with my truck. I am hoping to make 

it there again from Virginia. It brings my family and I together.   Thank you 
for keeping it open to all of our families.   John 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 728 

 
Last Name Howell 

 
First Name Cody 

 
Comment at this rate when i have kids and they are old enough to trail ride there wont 

be any trails left. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 729 
 
Last Name Kitson 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, Our country continues to close state and federal 

recreation land to our citizens. As each recreation area is closed, those 
remaining open become more critical. Johnson Valley OHV area is the only 
OHV area of it's kind remaining in the entire United States. On the other 
hand, military facilities around the country have been closed and we 
continue to reduce the size of our military. Is it really necessary for a NEW 
bombing range versus reopening something that has already been closed? 
And does it have to be in the one and only area in the entire country that is 
open to the type of OHV activity that Johnson Valley offers? Please do not 
close down this area to public OHV use. Sincerely, Jim Kitson Davisburg, 
Michigan. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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.   
 
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 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 730 

 
Last Name Welch 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment Dear Sirs, First, I would like to thank you for your service to our country. I 

have the utmost respect for the job that you do. Second, I would like to ask 
for your consideration in not expanding your training area into the OHV 
area at Johnson Valley.  Thank you for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 731 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I do not live close to Johnson Valley, but I have dreamed of being able to 

take my family there for years. Please, I am begging you, do not take this 
away from us. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 732 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is an important area to me because it was my first real 

introduction to what enjoying the outdoors in California was like.  I was 
amazed by the difference in landscape between there and my native state of 
Alabama.  I make the trip out to enjoy the public land at Johnson Valley at 
least once a year and would be there much more often if it wasn't so far 
away.  I would like to move out west eventually and a big factor in that 
decision is the vast amounts of public lands and the large system of OHV 
trails that those public lands host. Please keep Johnson Valley open to 
public OHV access; it would be wonderful for my kids to have the same 
access I did when they begin to enjoy OHV activities.  Thank you for 
considering my words! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 733 

 
Last Name weber 

 
First Name adrian 

 
Comment I have in the past and will continue to make the trip out to Johnson Valley 

for the King of The Hammers every year. Myself and my group of friend's 
inject thousands of dollars into the local economy but other than the finacial 
aspect that having an OHV area brings, More importantly I would like the 
area to be available for my children to enjoy when they are of age, and even 
better, by children's children. Please don't take this away from them. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 734 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment i live in ohio and have been saving for YEARS to try to come out there and 

play on some of the best rock crawling know to man, please dont take this 
4wd pardise away from us and many generations to come. Thanks, Ian 
House 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 735 

 
Last Name Hauser 

 
First Name Christopher 

 
Comment To Whom It May Concern: My wife and I currently live in the northeastern 

United States where OHV recreation is equal to poaching in some areas. 
There is little to no support OHV recreation in this area of the county.  We 
are restricted to private lands to recreation, even though there is absolutely 
no shortage of State and Federal park land.  One such public area in the 
mid- Atlantic, Tellico, has been closed off indefinitely due to questionable 
environmental findings that have yet to be released to the public.  The 
failure to release this information is illegal in itself. The Johnson Valley 
OHV area provides a unique experience for everyone. I, one day, hope to be 
able to take my family there to experience the unmatched scenery and 
recreation that Johnson Valley has to offer. Across the county, OHV 
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recreation supports small towns, to big cities and everything in between. 
The recent King of the Hammers race, held every February for the last 5 
years, has attracted more than 20,000 spectators from across the globe to 
congregate in the Johnson Valley OHV area for a week of the most grueling 
off-road racing in the world. This year, there were active duty military 
personnel participating in the race, as well as a United State Marine Corps 
Color Guard present for the presentation of our nation's colors. Under the 
proposed plan, the expansion to 29 Palms would takeover approximately 
90% of the King of the Hammers race course, and more importantly forever 
remove it from public access. My uncle and brother are military veterans, 
and I will support our troops until the end of time. There are numerous 
other areas across the country that can provide adequate training scenarios 
for the military to match any environment found anywhere else in the 
world. This action, if allowed to go forward, will do nothing but evict 
thousands of recreationalists from PUBLIC land. Public land, as I'm sure 
you are aware, is becoming more and more scarce. Keep Public Lands 
Open to the Public. Thank you for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 

 
Response 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 
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 736 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Johnson Valley needs to remain as on OHV area. Parks like these provide 

lots of opportunities for the economy in these areas. They provide jobs at 
the gas stations, fabrication shops, motels, restaurants and it keeps a lot of 
young kids out of trouble by allowing them a place to hang and to be able to 
express themselves with through their vehicles. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 737 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep Johnson Valley open, OHV users are loosing areas every year! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 738 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Areas like the Hammer in Johnson Valley are becoming one of the last off-

road venues the 4x4 communities have. We are being assault from all 
direction and the sport of rock crawler can't afford another blow. Monster, 
over built, home brew, buggy's are the type of stuff that makes America 
unique. We support are troops and the defense of America should always 
come first, but if there is away to save Johnson valley then I hope it can be 
done. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 739 

 
Last Name Frichter 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment I have made 2 trips to the Johnson Valley OHV in the past years and hope 

to make many more in the future.  This area has become a hub for Off Road 
activities it also hosts a number of events each year held by clubs and 
organizations.  It would be a huge loss to the offroading community if use 
of this land was no longer available. Please don't take away one of our 
major parks that so many of us have grown to love! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 740 

 
Last Name leever 

 
First Name chris 

 
Comment I have gone all the way down to Johnson Valley from my home in Montana 

a few time now. I love it so much i am trying to find work down there so i 
can move there. The King of the Hammers race has done so much for our 
sport and closing Johnson Valley would have a rippling and devastating 
effect on our sport. Not to mention the the public's view of the system and 
how it goes about doing these things. sincerely. Chris Leever 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 741 

 
Last Name Luning 

 
First Name Ryan 
 
Comment Dear Marine Corp, I am not even close to the land in question, but it is still 

a very important part of land to me and othe east coast wheelers that plan to 
cross the country to enjoy this particular OHV area. There are not many 
areas left in the US, and I am sure there are A LOT of marines that also 
enjoy days full of wheeling and hanging with your buddies. Its an event that 
brings people together, and with most of the larger OHV areas on the east 
coast closed, parts of Moab closing, we arelosing place to get together and 
share what we all love to do. I am sure there are other alternatives to 
building on that land, please take the time to reconsider and see what 
closing this would do to the offroad world. Ryan 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 742 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The following are comments for Alternative #3: [reasons to expand to the 

East]? No impact to OHV opportunities in Johnson Valley? More 
compatible areas with the proposed action? Less impact to local business 
owners? Less impact to recreational opportunities? Less populated? Has 
been used in the past by the military? Economy will be less affected 
Reasons against expansion to the West? Reduction in area for off-road and 
outdoor recreational opportunities? Reduction in area for the film industry? 
Negative impact on the economy? May impact public health and safety of 
surrounding communities? May affect Southern California Edison (SCE) 
electric transmission facilities and/or distribution facilities? May promote 
illegal riding? Potential impact on groundwater supplies and quality? 
Potential impact on biological resources (e.g., desert tortoise and prairie 
falcon) 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 743 
 
Last Name Lawrence 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment This area is public land that generates lots of $$$ to local and national 

businesses. The King of Hammers race held anually here is one of the 
biggest off-road races. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 744 

 
Last Name Wilken 

 
First Name Matt 

 
Comment I am a fabricator from the midwest and shutting down Johnson valley 

would make a huge impact on my life.  1/3 of the work i do is for the King 
Of The Hammers race alone! It is one the best places to go wheeling in our 
country. My children are looking forward to enjoying this place. I really 
hope this land stays open to the public so that future generations can enjoy 
this place as much I have.  Taking this land away from us would be the 
same as taking away our way of life! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 
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alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 745 

 
Last Name Schram 

 
First Name P. T. 
 
Comment Please retain the Johnson Valley area as a mixed use recreational area. I do 

not think it is excessive to ask that American citizens be allowed to use 
public lands for mixed use recreation while that same public land is not 
being used for military purposes. Given the state of the US economy, it is 
even more important for local vendors/business people the opportunity to 
sell fuel, food, and other necessities to those wishing to use such public 
lands. When I travel long distances to take advantage of such public lands, I 
make it a point to make as many of my purchases as possible from local 
vendors in a way to further thank them for the services they provide and 
those that the local topography offers. P. T. Schram 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 746 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment To whom it may concern, I am greatly concerned about the issue of 

Johnson Valley OHV area being aquired by the United States Marine Corps 
to expand their training area of 29Palms. As both an avid offroader and a 
retired Marine, I have an interest in both parties reasoning about the land 
aquisition. While I fully support the training of our Marines and would 
expect that every opportunity being made available to them to increase the 
positive effect of their training, I do not feel that Johnson Valley OHV  
should be allowed to be made part of the 29Palms Base, nor do I see a need 
for the Marines to conduct training at this location. There are better 
locations for the Marines to use and the loss of Johnson Valley OHV to the 
recreational offroading community will cause local businesses in 
Victorville and Yucca Valley to lose  money. I truly hope that all opinions 
and options are weighed and considered prior to the decision being made. 
Thank you for your time. Sincerly,  Jon Simpson  GySgt, USMC (Ret) 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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, 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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Comment ID 747 
 
Last Name Bennett 

 
First Name Jennifer 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is an area I have been riding, climbing and hiking since a 

child and to lose this area or have limited access will be a very sad day. As I 
hope in the near future to teach my grand children the beauty of Johnson 
Valley, the terrain of the geological landscape and the versatility of the 
riding areas. It is unfortunate that "WE" as US citizens that love to ride in 
the desert and mountains continue to lose land. The majority of the riders 
that are responding to keep Johnson Valley open are those that also GIVE 
back to Johnson Valley. Our club continues to have CLEAN UP weekends 
where we all help Johnson Valley keep her beauty and pick up the trash that 
others forgot to take away. We also continue to have our Trials events at the 
Cougar Buttes location. A tradition since the 1940's.  This is not something 
we take very lightly as everyone has a piece of history with Johnson Valley.  
Please consider that as decisions are being made. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 748 

 
Last Name Leon 
 
First Name Bridget 

 
Comment Johnson Valley OHV area has been shared with our family for many years 

now. We have built and enjoyed rock crawling as a family and are sad to 
hear that there is a threat of it being taken away from us, especially that 
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there is NO other place like it. I can't imagine where else we would have to 
go to enjoy this kind of terrain. Our children have grown to enjoy and 
respect these areas as well. I can think of NO other way to teach children 
how precious this land is that we live on. As much as we have contributed to 
these parts of the deserts well being, it would be a real shame to have it 
taken away from us. Please consider our requests to keep Johnson Valley 
open for it is a way of life for a lot of people. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 749 

 
Last Name Sobrero 

 
First Name Craig 

 
Comment I believe that Johnson Valley OHV is a very valuable asset to the economy 

of the surrounding towns and cities in the area. It is also of great value to 
the offroad community as well.  Please do not let something this valuable to 
so many people get shut down or reduced in size. The ammount of areas for 
people in the offroad community to recreate has been rapidly dwindling 
over the years and we cannot afford to lose more. Thanks for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 750 

 
Last Name crosbty 

 
First Name alexander 

 
Comment i believe that johnson valley needs to remain an OHV area so that familys 

for generations to come can enjoy and grow closer wheeling and enjoying 
the great outdoors. It also boosts the local economy with local events such 
as King of the Hammers. Please keep Johnson Valley open to OHV 
enthusiasts 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 751 

 
Last Name Miller 

 
First Name Sheldon 

 
Comment Please don't take away anymore of our land. This is a great place to take my 

kid's. in the past 3 years we have been down to Johnson Valley five time's. 
with all that has been taken away from us in the past year's please just leave 
our land alone. this area is quick to access and a great place for families to 
gather. once a year my old high school friends and i get together here and 
we are able to let all of our kid's have fun. it's much better then letting them 
run the street's. I know this is short and sweet but it's all i have time for 
right now or i could go on and on. Thank you for your time Sheldon F. 
Miller 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 752 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment With the already limmited open space that allows leagle off road recreation 

it would only add to the illeagle side of the sport. All to often do I read 
articles about illeagle dumping, trespassing, and destructive activities 
ocurinng and being blamed on the offraod comunity. Takeing away open 
space areas would only add to this problem. We are being taxed and have 
money being eartaged exclusively for OHV use. But that money is being 
grabbed by local and state government for uses other than what it was 
origionaly intended. This is a growing problem and again takeing away 
more land would only add to it. As I try to raise my children and teach them 
about outdoor recreation in a responcable way it only makes it even harder 
when there no place to go. Please consider these oppinions before takeing 
any more of MY land. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 753 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, While I am a patriotic American and strongly 

support our armed services I strongly oppose the 29Palms Training Land 
Acquisition in the land area known as "The Hammers". Enjoying the 
outdoors is something that is important to me and my family. One of the 
ways that we do this is through family jeep expeditions. We have done this 
throughout the country ranging from our home state of Massachusetts to as 
far west as Utah. One of these days I hope to visit these trails in the area 
known as The Hammers. This is something I hope for my son to be able to 
do with his future children as well. Public lands are a precious resource that 
is becoming more scarce on what seems a daily basis. While I do support 
the Marine Corps and their need for training areas I do not support the 
expansion of 29Palms. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 754 

 
Last Name Feichter 

 
First Name Tony 

 
Comment I ask you to please reconsider your use of this proposed area. Off roading is 

a very family orientated sport that has recently been under extreme pressure 
from groups that are not familiar with the sport. There are fewer and fewer 
places for families to enjoy these activities. It is almost impossible to open 
up a new park due to the restrictions that are in place. It is imperative that 
the places that our currently operating as off-road playgounds stay open for 
all to enjoy. Best Regards, Tony 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 755 

 
Last Name COLE 

 
First Name CHRIS 

 
Comment I would like to express an interest in keeping the Johnson Valley OHV area 

located next to 29 Palms open for public use. I understand there are times 
when the Marine Corp may need expanded training area and there should 
be a compromise. Not to mention with the President's propsed budget cuts 
for the military that may cause a cease in future training missions. There 
has to be a way to keep the trails open for the public's usage. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 756 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment I would like to vote for alternative #3 in regards to the Johnson Valley 
 proposal. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 757 

 
Last Name Miller 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment Good Morning,   I am writing to voice my support for an open recreational 

area at Johnson Valley OHV that is open to the public on a year round 
basis. We, the people, are finding more and more of our recreational areas 
closed off, many times in the name of land protection, while at the same 
time government entities are acquiring lands to be used for their purposes, 
which end up being far more destructive than anything we could (or would) 
do. Furthermore, closing off another very popular OHV area will only lead 
to an increase in "illegal" off road activity by people that are just trying to 
find some place to go. I ask that you would consider the far reaching effects 
this decision will have on the public and economy as a whole. And the 
minimal benefit and use that will be provided to those that want to acquire 
it. Thank you,  Sincerely.  Thomas A. Miller 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 
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Comment ID 758 
 
Last Name Sorrentino 

 
First Name Nicole 

 
Comment    Please do not close Johnson Valley to OHV! This is my favorite place to 

come out to. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 759 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Im writing this to help protect Johnson Valley and keep it open for offroad / 

recreational use. Former Military I understand the Importance of training 
and land to do so. I just ask that other land is used and keep this land open 
to the public since we do not have much as it is. I also get that you take heat 
from other organizations to go here dont go there blablabla but there must 
be another option. As always thanks for what yo do! I am proud to be an 
American. Lastly thanks for listneing. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 
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information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process. Ultimately, Congress 
will make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 760 

 
Last Name Myles 

 
First Name Justin 

 
Comment I was blessed with the chance to travel to the Johnson Valley OHV area for 

the KOH 2010 and compete as part of a team. The landscape was beautiful 
and an offroaders dream. It is a long way from home, but I know that a 
group of people from Canada(myself included), are planning to make this 
trek in the near future just to experience the driving there first hand.  Thank 
you for considering my comments in this matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 761 

 
Last Name Dozier 

 
First Name Jeffrey 

 
Comment Please do not take the OHV access away from the public in Johnson Valley. 

The area provides world class recreation and is important to the people. This 
type of recreational terrain is a National Treasure and should be treated as 
such. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 762 

 
Last Name Lehr 

 
First Name Alyssa 

 
Comment I ask you as the daughter of a Veteran, PLEASE reconsider your location 

for the base addition! Johnson Valley is critical to the OHV community. We 
are those who most support the troops! Ask your own! I cant tell you how 
many Marine families I have had the pleasure of spending a weekend with 
in Johnson Valley. The OHV community is loosing precious land by the 
thousands of acres. This land supports many professional racing 
teams(several are military!), industries for research and development, it 
supports local stores, restaurants, repair businesses and it even supports my 
business in Northern California.  Our children are loosing the potential for 
healthy active recreation. The families that use that land are extremely 
supportive of the military. There are many other locations that you could 
consider for the  base to expand and I sincerely hope that you do. Please 
choose another location and leave one of the last OHV areas in California 
out of your expansion plans. I cannot express how important this property is 
to our off-road community. PLEASE RECONSIDER! Thank you for 
listening to our little voices. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 763 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am an avid offroader and would like to see the Johnson Valley ofroad area 

left open for public use. Today, many US forest service lands are being 
restricted to vehicle traffic cutting off legal areas for us to enjoy the 
outdoors and spend time with family and friends. I want to encourage you 
to make provisions for continued use of this area for all american's. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 764 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment me and my 2 sons enjoy vacationing in the johnson valley area. my 5 year 

old is always saying "dad, remember that one time in johnson valley" 
always with a different ending to the story. we are really gonna miss 
vacationing there. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 765 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I prefer Alternative 3 - to keep Johnson Valley open to public recreation as 

it is now and has been for years. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 766 

 
Last Name Orton 

 
First Name Edward 

 
Comment To whom this may concern I would like to state how much expanding the 

base in any direction to the west would impact my family. This area is not 
just a hobby for my family as well as many others this is a life style as well 
as a lively hood. We are now on our third generation in our life style and 
small off road shop that bases a large part of which on the Means Dry lake 
area. Taking this will remove a key component to my family as well as the 
future for my kids to carry on what my father started over 40 yrs ago. We 
are limited to where we can go and use open land the base on the other hand 
is free to expand in several other directions to the East or in other locations 
all together. Please consider this is not about a week end get away place but 
a life style my family has become dependent on. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response         Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 767 

 
Last Name stoner 

 
First Name nathean 

 
Comment This area is very important to OHV activies. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 768 

 
Last Name Materna 

 
First Name thomas 

 
Comment Please addopte recommendation #3 the saves off road recreation for our 

kids to enjoy year round when they can get out to use it. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 769 

 
Last Name Midkiff 

 
First Name Christopher 

 
Comment My family and I will greatly be affected by the expansion at the Hammers!! 

We travel 200 miles each way every other weekend to get away of the 
regular hustle and bustle of life! We spend approximately $25,000 yearly 
just on travel expensenses in the Victorville/lucerne area! On top of that I 
have spent a lot of money building toys just for that area! My question to 
you is this. Why can't the expansion go to the east? Why take more land 
away from me, my family, my friends, and millions of other offroad 
enthusiasts? Have you thought about the effect you will have on all the 
families that live near the hammers that live off the money they make from 
the offroad enthusiast? Please reconsider your expansion!!!!!!! Thank you 
for your time, Christopher Midkiff My 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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, which was carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 770 

 
Last Name griffin 

 
First Name robert 

 
Comment Please leave Johnson Valley alone. I do not support the proposed expanion 

of The Marine base or operations in this area. Sincerely, Robert J. Griffin 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 771 

 
Last Name Goodell 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment I hope there is a way to keep Johnson Valley open for public recreation. I 

also hope in doing this that there is still a way for the brave men and 
women of the USMC to be able to train and protect our way of life. Thank 
you and God Bless, Paul 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 772 

 
Last Name Wells 

 
First Name Kyle 

 
Comment I live in Utah and have not yet visited Johnson Valley ohv area, I have been 

watching videos, and looking at pics as well as listening to stories from the 
area and can not wait to visit in the near future, I have been building a car 
specific for this area and it would kill me and alot of other people i know 
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and love if this area was taken away from public use. Please consider 
elsewhere, or work someway that we may have johnson valley to enjoy for 
public use for years and years to come. Thank you for your time, and the 
opportunity to comment on this subject, Thanksyou Kyle wells. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 773 

 
Last Name Watson 

 
First Name Brandon 

 
Comment To whom it may concern Please re consider your proposed expansion of 

the 29 Palms base to the west into the Johnson Valley area.  This is an area 
that is very important to off highway vehicle users.  As you are well aware 
the King of the Hammers race is held in this area in February every year.  
This event draws a lot of attention to the area for a few weeks but what is 
not seen is how much the area is used outside of that event.  I myself travel 
from Western Colorado to Johnson Valley several times a year, including 
King of the Hammers, for recreational events. I have always seen someone 
out on the Means dry lake bed when I am there.  It doesn't matter if it's a 
weekday or a weekend people that are into off highway sports are out there.  
I understand that in this day and age the need for Military training in an 
environment similar to the areas we are currently fighting in is important.  
This training is what allows the men and women of our armed forces to 
keep those of us that are not soldiers to have the freedom and ability to do 
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the activities we dearly love.  I do not take this freedom lightly and I thank 
all of our armed forces members for their service. Part of the freedom we 
have as Americans is the ability to travel to destinations such as Johnson 
Valley for a race, family weekend, vehicle testing, hiking etc. If the 29 
Palms base is expanded into this area I feel the very hand that protects us is 
then taking away our freedoms.  Please look elsewhere for this base 
expansion. Thank you for your time  Brandon Watson 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 774 

 
Last Name julie 

 
First Name beggs 

 
Comment I do not feel that the Marine Corps should "aquire" any more land or 

property for training....Please do not...!!! 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 775 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley provides some of the finest off road trails in the USA if not 

the world.  It would truly be a loss to all us who enjoy the challenge of a 
difficult trail for the area to be closed to public use.  Please do whatever is 
necessaty to continue public access in Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 776 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing to express my fondness of the Johnson Valley OHV area also 

known as Hammers. I have been making the 20 hour drive from Oregon to 
Hammers at least twice a year for the past 5 years. I have created and 
shared some great memories with both friends and family there and it 
would be a terrible hit to to the offroad community if Johnson Valley was 
ever shut down or divided up. Please take into consideration the friends and 
families that have come to love this place 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 777 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keeping areas open like Johnson Valley is important to the entire 

offroading community including myself. I feel as though there are several 
viable alternatives to this area and would rather the Marines research those. 
I do not want to appear as though I disagree with or do not support the 
Marines and what they mean to our country but I live near a large base in 
NW FL. I see hundreeds of acres not being used and the land is in an area 
that could be used for the public's interest. I have never visited Johnson 
Valley but would would someday like to be able to visit as large open areas 
for public use is dying in this country and would like to see a place as 
special as Johnson Valley stay open for public use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 778 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would like to state for the record that as an American and a Vet our family 

have enjoyed going out to Johnson Valley. We have been going for 20 yrs. 
my children and grand children have grown up out there. It would be a great 
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loss for our family if it were closed down.If I get a vote I VOTE NO for 
closure.  Thank You 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 779 

 
Last Name gotte 

 
First Name winston 

 
Comment what about access to the cal 200 memorial site?  what about access to all the 

mines? which is part of early ca. history. what about the 90 tortoise that 
died during the solor project relocation? i went to the ontario meeting and 
got no answers. what 10 months will be available for recreation? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Sections 3.2 and 4.2 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).  The Marine Corps is currently undergoing 
consultation with the USFWS service in regards to impacts to the desert 
tortoise and other wildlife species. The proposed two months of usage have 
not been determined at this time; however it is expected that training would 
occur in the spring and fall. Exact timeframes will be determined and 
commuicated to the public if Alternative 4, 5, or 6 is selected. Please see 
Section 2.5.4. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 780 

 
Last Name Grell 

 
First Name Gary 
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Comment Please keep this area open. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 781 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley may seem like just another featureless typical desert area, 

but to many from throughout the U.S. and indeed beyond U.S. borders, it is 
a completely unique and beautiful area that is unlike any other. Families 
and recreationists from far and wide flock to enjoy Johnson Valley and the 
endless recreational activities it provides. Visit the area and you'll find its 
visitors have license plates from across the U.S. Talk with more visitors and 
you'll discover that many of them come from as far away as Australia and 
Europe, and they are here solely to enjoy what Johnson Valley offers. 
Johnson Valley is that unique. In fact, even many of the surrounding desert 
communities depend on those visitors for their very livelihoods and that if 
the visitors stopped coming, some of those communities simply may not 
even survive. Johnson Valley hosts many events throughout the year 
including one of the fastest growing and toughest off-road competitive 
events in North America called King of the Hammers. That event alone 
drew over 15,000 visitors including TV and radio coverage that brought 
much needed revenue to the surrounding communities. One of the largest 
groups of visitors includes the offroading community. Offroaders are 
completely supportive of the US military and especially our Marine Corps. 
We believe in the mission of the Marines and would do nothing to 
jeopardize the training that is so vital to the Marine Corps mission. With 
that in mind, we believe there is more than enough suitable terrain outside 
of and adjoining the Johnson Valley recreational area for the Marines to 
conduct their training in. There are certain areas within the Johnson Valley 
recreational area, particularly inside the canyons, that simply cannot be 
duplicated anywhere else. To lose those valuable recreational resources that 
are, truly, so unique would be tragic to a huge number of families and 
recreationists. We believe few within the Marine Corps knew just how 
much Johnson Valley meant to so many and just how important of a 
national recreational resource that it has become. We believe that you do 
now understand its importance and because of that, we simply request that 
you give the most possible consideration to expanding your training areas to 
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adjoining desert terrain that does not take our Johnson Valley away from us. 
Thank you for your consideration. Robert Little Los Angeles, CA 90045 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 782 

 
Last Name Wells 

 
First Name Trish 

 
Comment I am relatively new to rock crawling, but the few times I have been I have 

become a major fan.  This is not just a hobby, but a lifestyle and huge part 
of everyone involved's life.  I see everyone taking in the environment, the 
views and enjoy the stories that are told about the trails.  I was amazed at 
how much everyone cares about the areas we have to play in, and how far 
everyone goes to make sure the areas stay safe and clean.  We cannot afford 
to lose such a major and beautiful area such as Johnson Valley, it would be 
devasting to  both families and businesss alike if this was to happen 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20375 

Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 783 

 
Last Name Pace 

 
First Name Harley 

 
Comment I believe that the land acquisition for the 29 Palms training facility should 

be the basic Alternative 3 with modified borders on the south to include 
some of the Sheephole Valley Wilderness area and the Cadiz Dunes 
Wilderness area. Expansion to the east would effect far fewer people than 
the Preferred Alternative 6 that you are proposing now.   Why do we not 
use some of these Wilderness areas ?   I can see 12 wilderness areas just in 
the map shown on your web site while I can see only 1 unrestricted OHV 
area.  Alternative 3 does have the problem of 1 road running through it but 
since you only need this land for 2 months out of the year you could close 
the road for those 2 months, just as you have proposed closing the entire 
OHV area for those same 2 months with the Preferred Alternative 6. You 
can also require people using that 1 road for the other 10 months to buy a 
permit for it's use, just as you have proposed for people using only 44% of 
the OHV area with the Preferred Alternative 6. You can also notify the 
permitted users of the road when it will be closed by the same method you 
plan on using to notify the OHV area users of when the OHV area will be 
closed with the Preferred Alternative 6. It seems far easier to police illegal 
access to the road when it is closed since there have to be very few access 
points to that road whereas policing access into the OHV area, with the 
Preferred Alternative 6, when it is closed would be close to imposible since 
there have to be hundreds of access points into that area from all sides. 
Costs for policing illegal access for the road with Alternative 3 would have 
to be far less than the same policing costs using the preferred Alternative 6. 
If the Preferred Alternative 6 land acquisition is implemented and the only 
legal unrestricted OHV area anywhere close is reduced by 66%, requires a 
permit to use, and is even closed for 2 months out of the year it will surly 
lead to a huge problem with illegal OHV use in all the surrounding 
communities.  I do not believe that expansion to the east with the 
Alternative 3 plan would cause any of these problems. In all my years of 
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living here I have yet to see any OHV activity in the Alternative 3 areas. 
Being a long time resident of Landers I have seen 1st hand what kind of 
problems illegal OHV use will cause if there is not a legal and unrestricted 
place for all of the OHV's to use, All the residents in the surrounding 
communities will be the ones to suffer the consequences. If the Preferred 
Alternative 6 land acquisition is implemented and the only legal 
unrestricted OHV area anywhere close is reduced by 66%, requires a permit 
to use, and is even closed for 2 months out of the year it will greatly reduce 
the number of races that can be held in this area each year which will be 
devastating to California's ORV dealers and accessory industries. I am sure 
there would be far less financial loss for California's businesses if 
Alternative 3 is implemented. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. Under each 
of the action alternatives, many of 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. Ultimately, Congress will 
make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 784 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment As a 20 year Marine AND avid off road enthusiast, I am opposed to the 

MCAGCC 29 Palms expansion extending into Johnson Valley ORV Park. 
While fully understanding the increase in land requirements both for 
training and impact areas to support a MEB sized element, I also know that 
our off road lands are shrinking at the cyclic rate. The Hammers trails at 
Johnson Valley are one are in the country that is both helping to provide 
growth of responsible use AND large scale growth in both the sport and 
related industries. During the trying economic times we are currently in, 
something providing strength and growth to an industry is somethin that can 
not be overlooked. The King of the Hammers event alone brings people in 
from all over the world. PLEASE reconsider other expansion options. 
Thank you and Semper Fi. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many 
of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 785 

 
Last Name Hartmetz 

 
First Name Karl 
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Comment I believe there should be some give and take in this proposed expansion on 
the 29 Palms Combat Traing Center. IF , I repeat IF, it is necessary to 
expand the training ranges, then the BLM (U S Government) shold allow 
the OHV area to "expand" an equal amount to allow for the continued 
recreational use at the current level. A I mean after all, "THEY" can decide 
to remove land form "public access" then "THEY" can certainly 
RESTORE" land to public access. I do not think this is to much to ask. 
Thanks for your time. Karl 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 786 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am a California native as are my parents before me. I have seen this state 

go from a thriving economic force to be reckoned with to a Goverment run 
Beaureaucratic nightmare place to live. We haave run a business here for 22 
years. In our off time we take full advantage of the off-road recreatioanal 
areas with our Jeep and dirt bikes. Please consider a different area for your 
base. We have few places left we can ride and jeep.  In reading the course 
of action you all are taking, you have no answers to simple questions, such 
as if the area will be open 10 months of the year, which 10 months, and so 
on. How can you take the time and money you have spent on the campaign 
for this closure, we the tax payers have paid for, and not have more 
answers? Take my vote as a NO for this closure. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 
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the NEPA process to assess potential impacts of some other course of 
action. Exact timeframes will be determined and commuicated to the public 
if Alternative 4, 5, or 6 is selected. Please see Section 2.5.4. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 787 

 
Last Name Savinski 

 
First Name Cody 

 
Comment In February 2011 I spent a week out in the Johnson Valley OHV area. 

Myself and 6 other people rented an RV, 4wheelers and UTVs to use in the 
area for the week, and to get around race day for the King of the Hammers 
event. I was amazed at how many people were brought to the area for the 
event. It was fun exploring the different terrain than Im used to in 
Northeast. We had so much fun that we are planning on making it a yearly 
event. It would be sad to see Johnson Valley closed since we look forward 
to coming back. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 788 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am strongly opposing any land closures of public land. This specific area 

is not a good opption for many reasons as listed in your EIS report. I am a 
property owner in this area and do not want this area distroyed by the 
marines. This area is beeming with life and beauty and natural resources. I 
am well aware of the need to train marines for combat. I feel that this whole 
thing is another large land grab by the federal government and is happening 
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all over the USA. I would like to recommend that the commander use his 
head and come up with a better plan. We all have to live together in this 
great nation.I really do not believe the smoke and mirrors anymore. You are 
not above the law of the land. Thanks. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 789 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an avid off roader and a fan of the King of the Hammers (KOH) event 

held annually in the Johnson Valley area, I ask that you reconsider 
expanding the 29 Palms base to include the all of the major off road trails 
available.  The Johnson Valley Hammer trails are considered by many to be 
the best available in North America, if not the world, for rock crawling and 
rock racing.  This can be seen through the success of the KOH race, and the 
massive amount of tourism dollars it brought into the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 790 

 
Last Name trafton 

 
First Name baylen 

 
Comment I have gone to johnson valley and the hammers growing up and some of my 

fondest memories are on thoes grounds.... My relatives i once traveled their 
with have now passed and i began to build my own vehicle to enjoy the 
lands. I have been building for a couple years now and will soon have it 
complete... I only hope when the time comes for me to take my younger 
nephews and nieces the land is still open. including someday my own kids 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 791 

 
Last Name Mason 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment To whom it concerns All though I do not reside in CA. Johnson Valley 

OHV area has been a very important destination for myself, my family and 
friends. Please with all due diligence keep this area open for the people to 
enjoy. Thank You mark Mason 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 792 

 
Last Name Parker 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment I understand the need for training our soldiers, but I feel that there is land 

elsewhere that can be better served by our military. The public land that we 
can use for OHV is shrinking fast. The area in and around Means dry lake is 
one of the best suited for OHV. It is unique in what is has to offer the 
public. Please allow the public full access to this land. I would be very 
distraught if my son would not be able to enjoy this area as I have. Thanks 
Scott Parker 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 793 
 
Last Name Bakker 

 
First Name Gary 

 
Comment As a responsible OHV user, I urge the Marine Corp to expand the 29 palms 

training area in another direction, not into Johnson Valley. I understand the 
need for training areas, but I also understand the need for our dwindling 
public lands to stay available to the public. This area is one the few places 
in the Mojave that I am familiar with, been going there since I was a child. I 
want the chance to show my own children the beauty of the desert, the same 
one that I was introduced to in 1970. Thank you for your attention. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 794 

 
Last Name FIELD 

 
First Name DAVID 

 
Comment Find different land. It's a big country, there is no reason you should be 

taking away one of our OHV area's when you have plenty of other area's to 
choose from. We need this for our recreation area. I know this may not be 
as eloquent as some of the responses you have received, but it is indeed a 
valid point. Don't take this land from us, the people, who use it. Thank you. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 795 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Hi Folks, I understand the motivation and desire to have land available for 

the Marines to train on. I'm a retired US Navy Chief. An FCC(SW) 
Tomahawk tech, who worked in training other military member for 11+ 
years, so I understand training. I worked with the Marines from time to 
time. I do so, on the ground, in the air, and at sea. Like thousands of other 
folks have mentioned and strongly suggested, taking any OHV land 
(specifically, Johnson Valley OHV) away from us, should not even be a 
consideration. There's plenty of adjacent lands available that should be 
used. I travel to Johnson Valley on a regular basis to enjoy its unique 
offroad areas, camping, scenic views, and peace it offers that is not 
replicated anywhere in the USA. Its unique offroad trail system that we 
have become intimately familiar with, should not be disturbed at all. Doing 
so would be a complete shame.  I also strongly support the surrounding 
communities when I buy supplies and fuel. On average, I spend several 
hundred dollars each time I visit, on groceries etc. I do this about 6-10 times 
a year. Tampering with their well being would be bad for the local economy 
as well. Do the right thing, consider lands elsewhere, not take ours away 
like what our forefathers did with the Indians. Joe 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 796 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am extremely disappointed in the Marines perusing the aquisition of 

Johnson Valley. When such a large group of avid American citizens is 
opposed to losing access to our public lands the Military of all people and 
organizations should support our freedom to access and enjoy all parts of 
our country.   Johnson Valley is a Mecca for all 4x4 enthuses across the 
country.I would be deeply sorry to see this icon of our industry lost as I 
have not had a chance to experience it yet. KEEP PUBLIC LANDS OPEN 
TO THE PUBLIC. Thank you for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 797 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The area in Johnson Valley known as The Hammers is an incredibly 

popular destination for OHV enthusiasts. There is no substitute for this 
place in the context of OHV use. I believe there is a substitute for military 
use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 798 

 
Last Name Pellegrino 

 
First Name Deborah 
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Comment I want Option #3 which leaves 100% of Johnson Valley open & available to 

the public for Off-Highway Vehicle and recreational use 12 months out of 
the year! Why is the local & federal government spending additional 
monies to expand amunition test areas in Johnson Valley, when our state is 
in a SERIOUS FINANCIAL BUDGET SHORTFALL and cutting jobs & 
badly needed services to it's citizens!!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
Comment ID 799 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name  
 
Comment To whom it may concern: My name is Daniel.  I am a legal, tax paying, 

voting citizen that enjoys responsible low speeed OHV recreation.  I also 
support our troops and military. I understand that our Marines need areas to 
train and perfect their skills.  I just wish the Marines would look east for 
land or somewhere else instead of Johnson Valley, aka "The Hammers."  A 
majority of OHV trails and land have already been closed in California as 
well as many western states.  People need a place to recreate and The 
Hammers is a perfect place for this, away from cities and in the middle of 
nowhere.  Closing this down to OHV activity would not be an wise 
economical decision on California's part.  Also, let's think about all of our 
men and women in the military that like to recreate with their OHV's.  Are 
"you" going to stand there and say, "Welcome home, thanks for putting 
yourlife on the line, and oh ya by the way you can't recreate at The 
Hammers anymore.  Have a nice day."  Really?, how does that seem fair?
 Thank you for your time and please do not take Johnson Valley away from 
the OHV community. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 

Comment ID 800 
 

Last Name Davis 
 

First Name Dion 
 
Comment Hello. I would like to state that I am very much against the Marine takeover 

of the Johnson Valley area. While I understand the needs of the Armed 
Forces, there are more appropriate options. I am a devoted user of the JV 
area. Johnson Valley has a long history of recreational use and is getting 
more popular every year. It has features and terrain that make it uniquely 
valuable. There are huge areas in the Mohave desert that are NOT uniquely 
valuable for recreation, and are much more appropriate for Marine use. 
Much of it has been incorrectly designated as Wilderness, but that should 
not remove it from consideration for Armed Forces use. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. Under each of the action alternatives, 
many of the current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to 
be available within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various 
portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 801 

 
Last Name Philblad 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment Thank you for the opertunity to comment on the Hammers trail system.  

KEEP JOHNSON VALLEY OPEN FOR OHV USE. The marines can train 
with the navy at China Lake CA. Johnson Valley cannot be replaced as the 
perfect place for OHV events. Johnson Valley is very important to the 
comunity for economic and legal recreation purposes and shuold be left as 
is. If this area is closed to OHV use where are the thousands of OHVs going 
to be used legaly? Johnson Valley must be kept open for OHV use.   Thank 
you David Philblad 1552 Gaber Ct. North Las Vegas NV 89032 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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).  
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The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 802 

 
Last Name Davis 

 
First Name Dion 

 
Comment Hello. I would like to state that I am very much against the Marine takeover 

of the Johnson Valley area. While I understand the needs of the Armed 
Forces, there are more appropriate options. I am a devoted user of the JV 
area. Johnson Valley has a long history of recreational use and is getting 
more popular every year. It has features and terrain that make it uniquely 
valuable. There are huge areas in the Mohave desert that are NOT uniquely 
valuable for recreation, and are much more appropriate for Marine use. 
Much of it has been incorrectly designated as Wilderness, but that should 
not remove it from consideration for Armed Forces use. Thank you. P.S: I 
would support Alternative Plan #3 or #7. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 
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acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 803 

 
Last Name Kelly 

 
First Name Donald 

 
Comment Please keep the Johnson Valley ORV Park open. We want to be able to 

responsibly continue to visit this great park and enjoy the beautiful views 
and continue to have places available to enjoy time with my family. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 804 

 
Last Name Douglas 

 
First Name Russ 

 
Comment It seem to me that the Military would have limitless options as to a location 

for training.  The public who pays for this public land is slowly being 
excluded from any use what ever of their land.  I would suggest the military 
go further east in the area used by Patton that is now classified as 
"wilderness." Leave Johnson Valley open to off roaders!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 
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be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a significant 
cumulative impact. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 805 

 
Last Name Norwood 

 
First Name Zack 
 
Comment I am not going to rehash what I am sure so many other offroaders and 

campers have commented on, but just to say I know that the United States 
armed forces needs all the suport we can give them. I just hope that we can 
come together and make a plan the works for all parties involved.  Thank 
you Zack Norwood 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 806 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, Im from the North coast of Canada, people like 

myself have not had the privilage to see and experience the beautiful area 
around Johnson Valley California, I hope to, one day. If this OHV area is 
closed, our sport will suffer a great loss which will be hard to recover from 
as we lose more and more acsess to land across the US and Canada. I hope 
a fair alternative can be achieved that will make everyone happy. Thanks 
for reading. Josh. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 807 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep the Johnson Valley lands open to OHV use.  My oldest son 

Riley is 11 years old and loves to go off road.  He has transversie myeletis 
which attacked his spinal cord at the age of one.He has to wear full leg 
braces a forearm crutch just to walk on level ground.  He can't walk up but a 
few steps and must use a wheel chair for longer distances.  If it werent for 
OHV use he would never have the opportunity to visit the wonders of the 
USA.  Please keep the Jonson Valley lands open for OHV use so those who 
can't will be able. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 808 

 
Last Name Benson 

 
First Name Randall 

 
Comment I was a member of Victor Valley 4 wheelers before the vast majority even 

knew of Johnson valley and the Hammer trails. I helped build a few of the 
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trials that we all love 15 years ago. These trails represent AMERICA and all 
it can do, and belong to AMERICANS everywhere. I resent this land power 
grab and a government that suggests it has the right to do with this property 
as it please`s. Stop the government land grab!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 809 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please work to keep Johnson Valley open as an OHV area. Next to Moab 

and the Rubicon, Johnson Valley is a major destination in the southwest for 
4 wheelers. Myself and friends make the trip from Phoenix at least once 
every year to enjoy the trails of the Johnson Valley OHV area. It would be a 
major blow to see it closed. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 810 
 
Last Name Foreman 

 
First Name Jacob 

 
Comment As an avid OHV enthusiast I ask that the Marines consider option 3 for the 

29 Palms marine base expansion. I know it will cost more money but the 
economic impact of closing any part of Johnson Valley will be devastating 
to the local communities. I do not live near Johnson valley and I've never 
even been there but I hope to one day. Thanks for taking the time to read 
this. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response           Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 811 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not close down our beloved johnson valley. my family and i have 

been going out to johnson valley for as long as i remember and i would like 
for my kids and grand kids to enjoy just the same as i have as a young kid. 
please look elsewhere for what hte military has to do. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 812 
 
Last Name Chaapel 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment I urge you do what you can to keep the Johnson Valley OHV area open to 

the public for recreational use. The sport of 4X4 wheeling has a large 
following but the public properties open for such sport are dwindling. This 
is a beautiful area and it's closing would mean future generations would 
never be able to enjoy it. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 813 

 
Last Name Withers 

 
First Name Joel 

 
Comment I have traveled to Johnson Valley OHV area from Mississippi for the past 

three years. It is a 3600 mile round trip for me. I really enjoy the time I have 
spent there and will be back again as long as it is open to the public. I am 
actually already planning my trip for 2011. I hope to be able to share the 
beauty of Johnson Valley with my daughter and son in the future. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 814 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have dreams of going to the Johnson Vally Trail system and to the King of 

the Hammers event there. Please don't shut it down. Please let my dream be 
realized 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 815 

 
Last Name ingersoll 

 
First Name scott 

 
Comment i love this place me and friends go atlaest once a year. it takes 18 hours to 

get there but it is worth it. there is no other place like it for our sport. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 816 

 
Last Name Fowler 

 
First Name Tim 
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Comment I have been going to Johnson Valley for years with my friends. The trails 

there are like no other. I am looking forward to the day that I can take my 
son on those same trails that I have had so much fun on. It would be a 
shame if I can only show him pictures of where we used to be able to go. 
Please consider other options rather then closing Johnson Valley OHV area.  
Thank you for time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 817 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Johnson Valley needs to stay an OHV area. It is a childhood camping area 

and I wish to take my children there as well. It is also one of the last good 
motorcycle areas. Please use Ft. Irwin training grounds instead of usurping 
public BLM land. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. 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 
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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.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 818 

 
Last Name Espino 

 
First Name William 

 
Comment I ask that you would take into consideration the amount of people who 

utilize the Johnson Valley OHV area. This area is a premire OHV 
destination and is in a great location. Thousands of people travel to this area 
for the soul purpose of meeting new people and enjoying the land that our 
great nation has allowed us to use. Please do not take this land from those of 
us who visit it many times a year or those of us who dream one day of 
visiting the area. Many people have seen pictures, videos, and media 
coverage of trips to Johnson Valley for club runs or events like the King of 
the Hammers and have dreamed of running the same trails they have seen. 
Please do not take these peoples dreams away from them. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 819 
 
Last Name Moncini 
 
First Name Mickey 

 
Comment I am a retired 64 year male. I served in the USN for 4 years on a destroyer 

that made tours to Viet Nam. Therefore, I do understand, the need for 
training for our armed forces to go into battle situations. I have been 
offroading for many years. Over the years the offroad community continues 
to lose more and more of our public land to recreate on. I would like to see 
Alternative #3 implemented. That way I could continue joining my dear 
friends in an area that we have enjoyed offroading in and would like to 
continue. I have over the years met and made great friendships by virtue of 
common love of the outdoors and 4wheeling. Some of these friends, I only 
see when we are out in Johnson Valley. It would be a shame if this were to 
be taken away from us, especially when there are other options available. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 820 

 
Last Name Katz 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment PLEASE look for alternative ways to train while keeping the OHV area's 

open for us to use. I have been using the dezert with my family for 34 years, 
Im about to have my 1st kid and would REALLY like to show him what we 
have enjoyed all of our lifes. PLEASE dont take our land away 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted 
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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. As a result of comments 
received during the Draft EIS public comment period, Alternative 6 has 
been further revised (in consultation with representatives from the OHV 
community) to increase public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and 
to reduce impacts on recreation. 

 
 
Comment ID 821 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I enjoy watching these guys design, build and drive these incredible 
 machines! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 822 

 
Last Name Croft 

 
First Name Peter 

 
Comment I support Alternative #3: This option leaves Johnson Valley OHV area 

untouched. This particular ΓÇÿwilderness area' was used by General Patton 
to train military before it was designated as wilderness. The other 
Alternative de- designates OHV areas that are being used by Americans for 
recreation, living, income and more. The following are comments for 
Alternative #3:  [reasons to expand to the East]  No impact to OHV 
opportunities in Johnson Valley More compatible areas with the proposed 
action  Less impact to local business owners  Less impact to recreational 
opportunities  Less populated  Has been used in the past by the military  
Economy will be less affected Reasons against expansion to the West  
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Reduction in area for off-road and outdoor recreational opportunities  
Reduction in area for the film industry  Negative impact on the economy  
May impact public health and safety of surrounding communities May 
affect Southern California Edison (SCE) electric transmission facilities 
and/or distribution facilities  May promote illegal riding  Potential impact 
on groundwater supplies and quality  Potential impact on biological 
resources (e.g., desert tortoise and prairie falcon) 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and participation in the NEPA process. 

Comments received during the comment period will be evaluated in 
preparation of the Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the 
Department of the Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about 
whether and how to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training 
requirements. If the ROD determines that land acquisition is needed, then a 
formal withdrawal request will be made to Congress, and it will have to 
approve the withdrawal. If the ROD determines that land acquisition is 
needed then the Navy would also request that the FAA proceed to evaluate 
the Department of the Navy’s request to establish corresponding Special 
Use Airspace (SUA), or to modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 823 

 
Last Name Owens 

 
First Name Travis 
 
Comment Johnson Valley to means the world. After losing Tellico on the east coast, it 

would be another defistating blow to lose another great OHV area. Losing 
an area such as Johnson Valley is going to hurt the market, in that area, put 
a potential hurting on the cash flow in that area, and hurt business, and the 
overall fourwheeling community. People will start out sourcing to other 
areas for fourwheeling, maybe having to travel great distances to do so. If 
someone has to go through the trouble of this just to go enjoy themselves, 
wouldnt you feel bad? You should! Ive traveled thousands of miles from 
west TN to Johnson Valley just to say Ive been there, Its a compariable 
excitement as like getting a new toy. Its why were Americans, because we 
like to enjoy our freedom and expose ourself to memories and travel. Its 
how this country was founded, by exploring and wondering into the 
unknown. We've been doing it for hundreds of thousands of years. Now 
we're becoming a issue, Greed of use for something else or for whatever the 
secret, unknown, hidden issue the nay sayers are barking about, is. It's just 
darn right pathetic and to know the things this country is going through and 
someone else wants to limit, enthuasist to yet another thing in life. The 
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Govt almost shutdown, NFL is in a lockout, were paying ridiculous prices 
for gasoline. After all the other issues our one get away, our cheapist get 
away compared to a week vacation. Is trying to be tripped from our grip. 
Like taking a toy bone from a dog, we'll never stop searching for it. You 
can bury it and we'll dig it up, my best advice as a young scholar, is let it 
happen and dont strip us of our passion. Im sure that making a extra buck or 
million of the restriction of us from Johnson Valley want kill you nor will, 
it be the end of the world. The land is useless otherwise the miles of dried 
up lake bed is a great designated spot for our sport. Thanks One of the 
OHV Saver's from TN 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 824 

 
Last Name Watson 

 
First Name Patrick 

 
Comment Writing to ask for you to reconsider any plans to take over Johnson Valley.  

My father has been taking me here since I was a little guy and now having 
my own little guy it would be a shame if he couldn't grow up and enjoy the 
great trails, and natural beauty of Johnson Valley. I would think there has to 
be many other options and would hope that the public has some say in this 
manner. Have a great day, Patrick Watson 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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. As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS 
public comment period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in 
consultation with representatives from the OHV community) to increase 
public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on 
recreation. Comments received during the comment period will be 
evaluated in preparation of the Final EIS and will be part of the record in 
front of the Department of the Navy when it makes its Record of Decision 
(ROD) about whether and how to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB 
training requirements. If the ROD determines that land acquisition is 
needed, then a formal withdrawal request will be made to Congress, and it 
will have to approve the withdrawal. If the ROD determines that land 
acquisition is needed then the Navy would also request that the FAA 
proceed to evaluate the Department of the Navy’s request to establish 
corresponding Special Use Airspace (SUA), or to modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 825 

 
Last Name Sullivan 

 
First Name Kirsten 

 
Comment PLEASE look for alternative ways to train while keeping the OHV area's 

open for us to use. I have been using the dezert with my family for 34 years, 
I'm about to have my 1st kid and would REALLY like to show him what 
we have enjoyed all of our lifes. PLEASE dont take our land away 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 
important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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. As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS 
public comment period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in 
consultation with representatives from the OHV community) to increase 
public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on 
recreation. 

 
 
Comment ID 826 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please help keep Johnson Valley OHV Area open to the Public! Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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. As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS 
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public comment period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in 
consultation with representatives from the OHV community) to increase 
public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on 
recreation. 

 
 
Comment ID 827 

 
Last Name El Wardani 

 
First Name Ramsey 

 
Comment There has to be a better solution than taking a major portion of what little 

public land is still available for Off Highway Vehicles.  It is a way of life 
for tens of thousands of families that use these areas on a regular basis - 
many of them with military backgrounds. Please find another place! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 828 

 
Last Name Williams 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment Johnson Valley (the hammers) Is a great place for me and my family to go 

ride are dirt bike and also take my Jeep out on all the trails there. Please 
keep this space open to familys like mine. Thank you Richard Williams 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20407 

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.  As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS 
public comment period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in 
consultation with representatives from the OHV community) to increase 
public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on 
recreation. 

 
 
Comment ID 829 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment i vote for alternative #3 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and participation in the NEPA process.  

Comments received during the comment period will be evaluated in 
preparation of the Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the 
Department of the Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about 
whether and how to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training 
requirements.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is needed, then a 
formal withdrawal request will be made to Congress, and it will have to 
approve the withdrawal.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is 
needed then the Navy would also request that the FAA proceed to evaluate 
the Department of the Navy’s request to establish corresponding Special 
Use Airspace (SUA), or to modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 830 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment YOU GUYS HAVE TO FIND SOMEWHERE ELSE TO BOMB... 

PLACES ARE RUNNING OUT TO GO WHEEL AND WHERE WE CAN 
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IT IS SURROUNDED BY PEOPLE THIS PLACE U CAN BE SEMI 
ALONE ITS A NICE GET AWAY AND AWESOME JEEP TRAILS 
THAT U COULD NEVER DUPLICATE 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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. As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS 
public comment period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in 
consultation with representatives from the OHV community) to increase 
public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on 
recreation. 

 
 
Comment ID 831 

 
Last Name Swearingen 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment I support Alternative 3, allowing the present OHV area to remain intact.  

The recreational community and local businesses rely on the continued user 
traffic to this popular to support their businesses.  The military has other 
options to the East that don't adversely effect recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and participation in the NEPA process. 

Comments received during the comment period will be evaluated in 
preparation of the Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the 
Department of the Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about 
whether and how to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training 
requirements.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is needed, then a 
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formal withdrawal request will be made to Congress, and it will have to 
approve the withdrawal.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is 
needed then the Navy would also request that the FAA proceed to evaluate 
the Department of the Navy’s request to establish corresponding Special 
Use Airspace (SUA), or to modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 832 

 
Last Name leasher 

 
First Name shane 

 
Comment Our family visits Johnson Valley 5-10 times a year. We love this area for 

camping and offroading. You would be taking away a favorit place for 
many people. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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. As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS 
public comment period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in 
consultation with representatives from the OHV community) to increase 
public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on 
recreation. 
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Comment ID 833 
 
Last Name Taylor 

 
First Name Rick 

 
Comment Please keep this resource avilable for public use. as we are already too 

limited to open areas. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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. As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS 
public comment period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in 
consultation with representatives from the OHV community) to increase 
public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on 
recreation. 

 
 
Comment ID 834 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment i love johnson valley, please dont take it away from us... 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted 
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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.  As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS 
public comment period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in 
consultation with representatives from the OHV community) to increase 
public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on 
recreation. 

 
 
Comment ID 835 

 
Last Name reynolds 

 
First Name josh 

 
Comment Keep Johnson valley open for public offroad use!!!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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. As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS 
public comment period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in 
consultation with representatives from the OHV community) to increase 
public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on 
recreation. 
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Comment ID 836 
 
Last Name Adams 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment I vote for alternative 3 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and participation in the NEPA process.  

Comments received during the comment period will be evaluated in 
preparation of the Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the 
Department of the Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about 
whether and how to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training 
requirements.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is needed, then a 
formal withdrawal request will be made to Congress, and it will have to 
approve the withdrawal.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is 
needed then the Navy would also request that the FAA proceed to evaluate 
the Department of the Navy’s request to establish corresponding Special 
Use Airspace (SUA), or to modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 837 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We need to keep the JOhnson Valley open to OHV as per Alternative #3. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 838 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family and i are planning on venturing west in the near future(we reside 

in upstate N.Y.) for a multiple state offroading/camping trip. This is one of 
the locations we are planning to stop at.This would be a big disappointment 
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to see this place closed.We understand the neccecity to train in that area and 
terrain because it replicates what the U.S. is involved with over seas. Maybe 
it would possible to have a small guarded base off limit to the public and 
train in that surrounding area at a specified month/s and call it quits for a 
while and let us enjoy the country side.Most everyone in this hobby ,sport 
appretiate what the armed forces do, so please come up with a sensible 
solution .If this were to close it will only lead to more negativity toward the 
government.The locals will feel like we do , having public land and not 
being able to use it(good ol f- ing)N.Y.).THANK YOU 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 839  
 
Last Name Jondahl  
 
First Name Winton  
 
Comment Please include my response in your evaluation. the overall public  I believe 

option 3 is best for the overall public 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011  
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 

Comment ID 840 
 

Last Name Ciccolini 
 

First Name Luca 
 

Comment Reason to expand to the East - Less impact to local business owners  
Reasons against expansion to the West - Reduction in area for off-road and 
outdoor recreational opportunities. Reduction in area for the film industry 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 

Response 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. 

 
 

Comment ID 841 
 

Last Name brown 
 

First Name john 
 

Comment      I don't see or understand the need for military training that close to people 
when there is hunderds of thousands acres I new mexico that nobody use's 
my familys been going to johnson valley since the 70's as many others I 
feel there are plenty of war games going on in the middle east we should 
just keep them there. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 842 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open to the general public for off-road events. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 843 
 
Last Name Ehlers 

 
First Name Ken 

 
Comment My recomandation would be to go with option 3. This option would best 

serve everybodys interest. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 844 

 
Last Name Fiore 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment My comments today are directed toward the Marines proposed use of the 

Jaohnson Valley OHV area. This area is very important to many 
Americans, as its terrain is unique and the driving and outdoor experience is 
sublime. Don't take away this treasured area by expanding West into its 
acreage (Alt. # 6). I see alternative #3 as a much better option for the 
continued enjoyment of the area by hundreds of thousands of Americans 
each year. The area to the East will make for less impact on the surrounding 
businesses as well. Also, this area was used by General Patton for military 
training. Please don't take away more of our 
OHV land, not only for the people that want to enjoy the land, but it is also 
the best alternative for the economy. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 845 
 
Last Name Andersen 

 
First Name Erik 

 
Comment        To whom it may concern,   Johnson Valley means the world to me. It is 

what got me into the sport of rock crawling and off road racing. I've been 
there three times and each time I go I discover some new cool place out 
there. I can't even begin to explain the memories I've made out there, or the 
people I've met. Some life long memories have definitely been made for 
me. I think you should keep the area open to all OHV users because going 
out there is an unforgettable experience. I would be devastated if going out 
there were no longer an option for me and my friends. I know there are 
many others in the OHV community who share my feelings. Please 
consider this before closing any areas. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 846 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing in support of leaving the Johnson Valley Recreational Area 

open to off-roading and the King of the Hammers race that has become the 
spotlight of the off-road industry. I think there is plenty of other land 
available for the military training area that is threatening to take over the 
Johnson Valley area. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20417 

acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 847 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment I prefer option 3. My family has enjoyed the use of the Johnson Valley 

OHV area for many years. It would be a shame to lose this excellent 
wilderness area. There are so few OHV areas left especially ones with this 
great terrain and scenic views. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 848 

 
Last Name Dorau 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment I am an avid OHV enthusiast and vote for option #3 for the reasons below:  

- No impact to OHV opportunities in Johnson Valley - More compatible 
areas with the proposed action - Less impact to local business owners - Less 
impact to recreational opportunitie - Less populated - The area has already 
been used by the military in the past - Economy will be less affected 
Reasons against expansion to the West  - Reduction in area for off-road and 
outdoor recreational opportunities - Reduction in area for the film industry - 
Negative impact on the economy - May impact public health and safety of 
surrounding communities - May affect Southern California Edison (SCE) 
electric transmission facilities and/or distribution facilities - May promote 
illegal riding - Potential impact on groundwater supplies and quality - 
Potential impact on biological resources (e.g., desert tortoise and prairie 
falcon) Sincerely, Scott M. Dorau 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20418 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 849 

 
Last Name Bland 

 
First Name Coleen 

 
Comment No impact to OHV opportunities in Johnson Valley 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 850 

 
Last Name odum 

 
First Name jake 

 
Comment Alternative #3 is the best action for everyone for a lot of reasons.  Please 

consider all sides equally in the decision makking process.  Thank you. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 851 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment This is a HUGE place for our sport please move East to a spot that isn't 

nearly as crucial for our sport! 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 852 

 
Last Name Dunshee 

 
First Name Doug 

 
Comment I must say I have never been to the Johnson Valley area YET!!! I've had 

plans to for awhile, and now that my kids are getting a little older we plan 
to attend the King of the Hammers events held there. We also plan to head 
there to enjoy the challenging terrain with our 4x4. Public lands are 
constantly being taken from us, the "public". Then where do we take our 
families and enjoy the land? We do live in Colorado and in the 14 years we 
have lived there, more public land has been closed to the public. We moved 
to Colorado from Maryland where public land is almost now non existent. 
Please reconsider this land grab and consider the "PUBLIC". Thank You 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 853 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I hate to see our dwindling access to public lands. Many people enjoy the 

Hammers and with each area we lose,the same number of off road users are 
concentrated onto the remaining areas. Making it less enjoyable for all. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 854 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment After a careful perusal of the proposal, I fully support all aspects of the use 

of the land for military operations. This is the best and highest use of the 
land. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 855 
 
Last Name hails 

 
First Name douglas 

 
Comment Johnson valley orv area is one of only a few areas left for the public to 

enjoy the fun and pease of off-roading. It should remain open year round ! 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 856 

 
Last Name Wagner 

 
First Name Will 

 
Comment I have grown up in Southern California. I am now 48 years old. I have seen 

the offroad areas shrink to almost nothing. My wife of 24 years and 
children ranging from 14 to 18 all are offroad users. We try to mix up the 
areas we go to but it is getting harder and harder to go places any more due 
to the fact that all of the areas available to us are being closed, reduced or 
taken away. We are being treates like the American Indian. Forcing all of us 
into a smaller and smaller area. The public wonders why offroad accidents 
increase yearly. This is why. Why can't the USMC and the federal 
government use land that is not in use out in Death Valley or in the Nevada 
desert that nobody uses for family recreation? Why must they take from us 
the areas of recreation that are used by thousands of people a year that we 
pay for with our registration money? Why not use Texas? It is a hugh state 
filled with thousands of acres of unused land. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 857 

 
Last Name Fisher 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment I prefer alternative 3 because the Johnson Valley area is prime motorized 

recreation land and always has been. It is fairly close to the LA metropolitan 
area and it's millions of people desiring desert reecreation. More and more 
land has become unavailable to recreational use and this does not serve the 
people. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 858 

 
Last Name Hoke 

 
First Name Todd 

 
Comment The area to the East is less populated and already used by the Military in the 

Past. By moving West, this would have a detrimental effect on the 
economy, the film inductstry 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 859 
 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment I fully oppose the any plans to expand USMC AGCC into any OHV areas 

of Johnson Valley.  My family and I frequently use these areas and object to 
these opportunities being removed from our lives.  Furthermore, I assert 
that the USMC AGCC CEQA  analysis does not fully analyze the impacts 
of large combat manuevers and their contribution to cultural, biological, 
recreation, and air quality.  By adding huge amounts of PM10 
USMCAGCC will cause the local air district to not be able to meet their 
attainment goals.  Also, by decreasing the size of one of the few 
recreational areas left without propoer mitigation is a violation if CEQA. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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.  

 
The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 860 

 
Last Name McNicholas 

 
First Name Randy 
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Comment Option 3 is the only possible answer The Military already has more land 
than they could possibly use. Why endanger a natural resource when the 
military is already in areas of the world we should not be. How about we 
take care ourselves before we try to help areas of the the world that do not 
want us anyway or are unwilling to help themselves. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 861 

 
Last Name miller 

 
First Name wayne 

 
Comment option # 3 is what should be agreed to 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 862 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The Marine corp should use land that has already been used for the military 

purposes in the past instead of taking recreation area away from the public. 
There are very limited number of area that are legal for OHV use and the 
public who uses these areas pays OHV fees for the privilege to do so.  
Leave one of the few riding areas left to the OHV crowd or those people 
will be forced into other areas, increasing the impact to even fewer riding 
areas and increasing death and accidents that occur when to many people 
are in to small of an area.  The land to the east is not currently under use 
and would be a better use of resources. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
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acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 863 

 
Last Name garrett 

 
First Name westley 

 
Comment I think that the millitary has take more then its fair share of our land that we 

work all week to go out and enjoy. Save our land for the peaple don't go and 
destroy it with tranning that they already have land for. Please save our 
desert for tax payers. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response             Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 864 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Leave Johnson Valley open for public recreation and ORV use. We as off- 

roaders are finding less and less areas available for use. The Marines can 
open an area east of  Johnson Valley for there use and training. It is less 
populated, has been used for military training before, and will not effect 
businesses that depend on the ORV and recreational use at Johnson Valley. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response         Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 865 

 
Last Name White 

 
First Name Charlene 

 
Comment The land in Johnson Valley was set aside as an OHV area years ago and 

now the Marines want to take it over. Those that use the OHV area in 
Johnson Valley may not be huge in numbers in that particular area. 
However, the OHV community across the country is a strong but mighty 
group of people. The government is constantly trying to find ways to close 
public lands, be it military usage (as in Johnson Valley), endangered plants 
(Imperial Sand Dunes), endangered species (Pismo Beach area, Oregon), or 
environmental (Seattle, WA area). WHY? If all of the OHV areas are 
closed in all parts of the country, there would be a huge toll on the economy 
in general - RV manufacturers, off- road vehicle manufacturers (Jeep, 
Toyota), ATV manufacturers, repair shops, etc. We the people of the United 
States need and want areas to recreate with our family and friends. Please 
don't take another area away from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 866 

 
Last Name Rees 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment Families must have legal opportunities to enjoy recreational activities 
 together. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 867 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Maintaining the Johnson Valley OHV area is crucial to the principle that 

the public has the right to use public land.  OHV use allows a place for 
individuals and families to bring their love of the outdoors together with 
their love of vehicular travel providing a great way to bond with one 
another and enjoy the fresh air.  Closing this area would be irresponsible 
and a crime again United States citizens. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 868 
 
Last Name White 

 
First Name Larry 

 
Comment I used to live in California and have "jeeped" in the Johnson Valley area 

many, many times.  It's an awesome area for this particular activity. It's very 
sad to me that there is possibility that there is talk of closing the area to 
OHV use.  Is there no other place to train? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 869 

 
Last Name Mark 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment California motor vehicle recreation areas are under continuing attack by 

legislators and government agencies wanting to reduce public access to 
PUBLIC land. I strongly urge you to consider alternatives that will not 
negatively affect the access of this area by the general public. Reducing 
land access only leads to concentrated use in other areas, thus creating a 
greater environmental impact on those areas still open for use. Further, the 
off-road motor vehicle industry provides millions of tax dollars to the 
California economy each year; something that should not be underestimated 
in these tough economic times. As Alternative #3 has these least impact on 
the greatest number of people, I strongly urge the adoption of this plan. 
Thank you for your consideration, Michael Mark 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 870 

 
Last Name Lee 

 
First Name Nora 

 
Comment Please vote for Option #3 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and participation in the NEPA process. 

Comments received during the comment period will be evaluated in 
preparation of the Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the 
Department of the Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about 
whether and how to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training 
requirements.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is needed, then a 
formal withdrawal request will be made to Congress, and it will have to 
approve the withdrawal.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is 
needed then the Navy would also request that the FAA proceed to evaluate 
the Department of the Navy’s request to establish corresponding Special 
Use Airspace (SUA), or to modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 871 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment There has been enough recreation area closed . While i find the military 

purpose far better then most reasons id much prefer another area be utilized 
if at all possible and keep the recreation area open for its current purpose . 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 872 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment a 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and participation in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 873 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley OHV Recreation Area needs to continue to be open to the 

public for OHV activities and many other activities. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 874 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson valley is a family destination where we can 4 wheel safetly and 

build are family bond. please do not take from us. I vote alternate 3 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and participation in the NEPA process. 

Comments received during the comment period will be evaluated in 
preparation of the Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the 
Department of the Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about 
whether and how to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training 
requirements. If the ROD determines that land acquisition is needed, then a 
formal withdrawal request will be made to Congress, and it will have to 
approve the withdrawal. If the ROD determines that land acquisition is 
needed then the Navy would also request that the FAA proceed to evaluate 
the Department of the Navy’s request to establish corresponding Special 
Use Airspace (SUA), or to modify existing SUA.  

 
The Marine Corps understands how important the Johnson Valley OHV 
area is for recreation and the EIS concludes 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. As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS public 
comment period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in consultation with 
representatives from the OHV community) to increase public access to key 
portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on recreation. 
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Comment ID 875 
 
Last Name Hill 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment I would prefer option 3 if any option has to be exercised.  Moving the 

USMC training ground to the east rather than the west would not have the 
negative impact associated with a move westward.  The urban sprawl of the 
Los Angeles area is moving eastward.  Taking a popular recreation area 
towards that sprawl is not in the best interest of anyone.  Moving eastward, 
towards a site already deemed acceptable for military training by General 
Patton, is the only viable option.  Please consider this as the only option.  
Please do not take our public recreation lands from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 876 

 
Last Name Sims 
 
First Name George 

 
Comment My family and I love taking our children out to Johnson Valley for camping 

and OHV use. With the area being so unique for the offroading community, 
it would be very sad for not only my wife and I, but our children and future 
generations. Currently I have seen a couple of the propsals that have been 
submitted and agree with Option/Alternative #3 This option leaves Johnson 
Valley OHV area untouched. Rather, it states the Marine Corp would have 
to move the proposition to the East of their current boundaries. This would 
mean that the Government would need to de-designate wilderness area. 
Note this particular 'wilderness area' was used by General Patton to train 
military before it was designated as wilderness. The other Alternative de-
designates OHV areas that are being used by Americans for recreation, 
living, income and more. Thank You, George Sims 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 877 

 
Last Name liu 

 
First Name tom 

 
Comment I think johnson valley should stay open as an ohv area because it is one of 

the best places for our sport and it is really helping to expand the wheeling 
community. im only 19 and have not even had the chance to get down to 
johnson valley to wheel yet but i would really like to be able to someday. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, evenunder alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 878 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I support alternative #3, and suggest 29 Palms expand to the east as it will 

have less impact to the local economy, and it does not restrict recreational 
opportunities in the Johnson Valley OHV area. Currently designated 
wilderness areas to the east of 29 Palms should not be ruled out as potential 
training areas. Alternative #3 will support the necessary training areas, 
while having no impact on the OHV industry, an industry that is currently 
thriving even in a down turned economy thanks to customers who frequent 
Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 879 

 
Last Name clement 

 
First Name eugene 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is a beautiful area that my daughters and I hope to enjoy 

multiple times in the future. We are members of the OHV community and it 
seems OUR land just keeps slipping away no matter how much we try to 
keep it open.  I live in Wisconsin and when I think of dream vacation I 
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think of Johnson Valley. My parents own a house in AZ. and I hope to 
purchase it someday just because of areas like this.  Thank you Eugene 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 880 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please vote in favor of Alternative #3 for Johnson Valley OHV. As an off-

road enthusiast, I have been enjoying the deserts of California since the late 
1960s encourage your vote for Alternative #3. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and participation in the NEPA process. 

Comments received during the comment period will be evaluated in 
preparation of the Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the 
Department of the Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about 
whether and how to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training 
requirements. If the ROD determines that land acquisition is needed, then a 
formal withdrawal request will be made to Congress, and it will have to 
approve the withdrawal. If the ROD determines that land acquisition is 
needed then the Navy would also request that the FAA proceed to evaluate 
the Department of the Navy’s request to establish corresponding Special 
Use Airspace (SUA), or to modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 881 

 
Last Name Mesko 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment Myself and my family, friends, and work collegues are 100% against any 

land closures in the Johnson Valley area.  We are campers and OHV 
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enthusiasts who do not want to lose access to the land we have enjoyed for 
so many years.  For the record I am in favor of Alternative #3 which leaves 
the Johnson Valley OHV area untouched. Thank you for your 
consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response           Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 882 

 
Last Name Geving 

 
First Name Nathan 

 
Comment I am an avid 4 wheel drive enthusiast and would like make it out to Johnson 

Valley sometime soon.  If it is closes I will not be able to do that and I will 
have to take my tourism money to another state or stay in Utah.  Please 
keep the Johnson Valley open to the public! Nathan Geving 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 883 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I feel that the 29 Palms Marine base should look elsewhere for land to use. 

There must be land that could be used to the east of the base. Johnson 
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Valley area is already in use by thousands of off road enthusiasts. I recently 
moved from Palm Spring, Ca to Yucca Valley, Ca. to be closer to Johnson 
Valley because I use the area so much and have for over 20 years. It would 
be devastating news to find out the area is closed to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response           Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 884 

 
Last Name Jeff 

 
First Name Leininger 

 
Comment I've always supported the United States Military. As a LEO I understand the 

need for training, and having the proper training facilities / locations. As a 
LEO I also know there is need for stress relief, recreation and family time. 
Johnson Valley actually provides a place for individuals to have all three of 
these. The ability for the citizens of this great country to get out and enjoy 
the various terrains / environments is one of the things that makes this 
country great, it's also one of the freedoms the US Marines have fought for 
througth out it's exsistance. I would hate to see this freedom taken away 
from us, by the very people who fought for it, and by those that gave their 
lives during that fight. I believe the civilians and the Maries can co-exsist, 
as Johnson Valley OHV is but a very small part of the area being 
consdiered for use by the US Marine Corp. I would ask that you leave the 
Johnson Valley OHV ara intact and at the disposal of future generations, to 
use, visit and enjoy. Thank You. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 885 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open. As a pilot I can see all the MOA, and 

restricted areas across the United States. Most of them are in-active or not 
in- use. It would be a waste of military budget and a huge lost the the area if 
Johnson valley were to close. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 886 

 
Last Name Johnson 

 
First Name Joel 

 
Comment Keep Johnson Valley open to OHV 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response           Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 887 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Please leave this land available for public use. there are off road events I 

would like to attend such as King of the Hammers. i am currently building a 
buggy to travel the southwest with. this is one location i would like to take 
my son to. the public will lose out greatly if this area is taken over. we are 
losing public land at an amazing rate and soon our kids will have no where 
to go to enjoy off road motorsports. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 888 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep Johnson Valley open to the public and OHV use. Please consider 

expanding the military area to the East. Over time as more and more OHV 
areas become smaller or scarce, it's less oportunities ofr family/friends to go 
out and enjoy the outdoors. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 889 
 
Last Name Ferguson 

 
First Name Jason 

 
Comment We should be free to see this nations natural beauty as nature intended. this 

is the land of the free but many of our scenic trails are being closed. Didn't 
you go out and camp in the woods as a kid. nothing even comes close to the 
beauty of a park, a trail, or even a paved road through the mountains. please 
keep the hammers open so all kids, parents, and grandparents can enjoy the 
great outdoors. If you keep closing land to the public we won't have 
anything to share with the later generations. It will be a memory and a 
memory is never as good as the real thing. It's not spending time with your 
children. you might as well kill the children's imagination right now. how 
about their comon sense the outdoors teaches so many things that can not 
even come close to imitation. with this simple letter i promise to always do 
my part and tread lightly. so that the next generation can enjoy the outdoors 
just like us and our granparents have. i would like to leave this open to the 
public to create and share memeories so that all is not lost. keep us 
outdoorsmen in mind we can't hunt,wheel or even fish in the cities please 
continue to keep these lands open. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 890 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley may seem like just another featureless typical desert area, 

but to many from throughout the U.S. and indeed beyond U.S. borders, it is 
a completely unique and beautiful area that is unlike any other. Families 
and recreationists from far and wide flock to enjoy Johnson Valley and the 
endless recreational activities it provides. Visit the area and you'll find its 
visitors have license plates from across the U.S. Talk with more visitors and 
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you'll discover that many of them come from as far away as Australia and 
Europe, and they are here solely to enjoy what Johnson Valley offers. 
Johnson Valley is that unique. In fact, even many of the surrounding desert 
communities depend on those visitors for their very livelihoods and that if 
the visitors stopped coming, some of those communities simply may not 
even survive.  Johnson Valley hosts many events throughout the year 
including one of the fastest growing and toughest off-road competitive 
events in North America called King of the Hammers. That event alone 
drew over 15,000 visitors including TV and radio coverage that brought 
much needed revenue to the surrounding communities. One of the largest 
groups of visitors includes the offroading community. Offroaders are 
completely supportive of the US military and especially our Marine Corps. 
We believe in the mission of the Marines and would do nothing to 
jeopardize the training that is so vital to the Marine Corps mission. With 
that in mind, we believe there is more than enough suitable terrain outside 
of and adjoining the Johnson Valley recreational area for the Marines to 
conduct their training in. There are certain areas within the Johnson Valley 
recreational area, particularly inside the canyons, that simply cannot be 
duplicated anywhere else. To lose those valuable recreational resources that 
are, truly, so unique would be tragic to a huge number of families and 
recreationists. We believe few within the Marine Corps knew just how 
much Johnson Valley meant to so many and just how important of a 
national recreational resource that it has become. We believe that you do 
now understand its importance and because of that, we simply request that 
you give the most possible consideration to expanding your training areas to 
adjoining desert terrain that does not take our Johnson Valley away from us. 
Thank you for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response           Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 891 
 
Last Name Davis 

 
First Name Nathan 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley accessable to off highway vehicles.  This area 

is a great location for our sport, plus it is the home to KOH.  We as the 
offroad community are fighting to keep public lands open. I have dedicated 
my life and my lifes savings to the sport of offroad and I would apprieciate 
your support as well. Thamk you for your time! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 892 

 
Last Name Morse 

 
First Name Anthony 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open to the public.  My family and I go there at 

least twice per year. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 893 
 
Last Name d'auria 

 
First Name chris 

 
Comment johnson valley should remian a public ohv area. if you close this one you 

will loose all the people coming in for the events there, which will hit the 
economy of that area. second you will have people riding there illegally and 
could cause more issues. keep jv open 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response           Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 894 

 
Last Name buffa 

 
First Name patrick 

 
Comment I support option 3. Johnson Valley for public use. Leave Johnson Valley 

OHV area untouched.  The Marine Corp will have to move the proposition 
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to the East of their current boundaries.  The Government would need to de- 
designate wilderness area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 895 

 
Last Name raber 

 
First Name dustin 

 
Comment i bring my family to the hammers in johnson valley all the time. dont shut it 

down 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 896 
 
Last Name Cardenas 

 
First Name Andres 

 
Comment Hello  As a long tome user of Johnson Valley OHV, I understand that our 

armed services need to expand their training areas however, expanding into 
the Johnson Valley OHV area is not a good solution to the issue.  I would 
like to state that I am all for option #3 as it can More compatible areas with 
the proposed action, as it has the following reasons   Less impact to local 
business owners   Less impact to recreational opportunities   Less populated   
The area has already been used by the military in the past   Economy will 
be less affected 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 897 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would hate to see the Johnson Valley OHV area closed to the public. One 

thing I would like to do during my lifetime is to get out to California with 
my Jeep and wheel at the nation's most iconic locations. Johnson Valley is 
at the top of my list, along with the Rubicon Trail. Four wheeling is part of 
America's history and I would like it if the government put out some effort 
to keep it that way. Thank you. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20446 

Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 898 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Jonhson Valley open. There are not many OHV  area where we 

can take our kids without driving more than 2 hours and where we dont 
disturb anyone.We also cant aford to go any further with the cost of Gas 
prices and if you close the park that will mean no more quality vation time 
away from school and work for my family and many others. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 899 

 
Last Name Parisi 

 
First Name Angelo 

 
Comment the hammers is one of the best 4x4 spots in the country. its one of the 

reasons i live in CA. please don't close the hammers. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 900 

 
Last Name Bugbee 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment I have spent an extensive amount of time at 29 Palms and cannot fathom 

why you would do this expansion to the west. Worse yet, do it in a way that 
takes away from the very people who support you when there is another 
obvious choice. I know that the 4 wheeling community supports Marines 
more than any NY Times reader, or latte drinking hippie. They battle with 
the EPA and other government organizations to keep their ORV areas open, 
much the same way you get your training facilities scrutinized. I never 
dreamed the USMC would work against ORV park users. The oppressed 
has become the oppressor. Shame on you! I might point out King of the 
Hammers event draws over 30,000 people in to spend money in the local 
economy. The economy that the spouses of service members work in order 
to make ends meet. The same one that supports you. I am truly saddened 
that my Marine Corps would not recognize this. You need to leave the ORV 
area intact all year long. Please expand to the East ( Alternative #3) 
Because it has: No impact to OHV opportunities in Johnson Valley  
More compatible areas with the proposed action  Less impact to local 
business owners  Less impact to all recreational opportunities  It is less 
populated  Been used by the military in the past **And it shows respect for 
the people who love and support you!**  You and I both know you will not 
open the area to the west after exercises for public use. One live round left 
behind gets it shut it down forever. One oil drip that you get fined by the 
EPA forΓÇª same deal. I always have taken pride in the fact the Marines 
use common sense. Please demonstrate your ability to overcome and adapt. 
Please demonstrate your ability to respect others in the same way you wish 
to be respected. Please expand east. Semper Fi 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response            Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
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to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 901 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is home to one of the biggest events in rock crawling. I am 

a Marine and I have gone up to Johnson Valley a good amount of times for 
dirt bike riding and to attend KOH. This area is to important to the off-
roading community to be taken away. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 902 

 
Last Name Huckins 

 
First Name Rob 

 
Comment I would respectivly reguest Alternative #3. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 903 

 
Last Name Nash 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment As an avid outdoor enthusiast, ametuer historian and frequent visitor to 

Johnson Valley I must express my deep concern over the possibility of 
losing the Johnson Valley OHV area to an expansion of 29 Palms. While it 
is true that I support the need to properly train and equip our troops, this 
proposed expansion threatens to take valuable open land from the public 
domain. In California there is very little land that is open to as wide a 
variety of uses as is Johnson Valley, and none of these open areas have the 
diveristy of geology, history or topography. Furthermore, the expansion of 
the base and increased usage will have detrimental effect on the residences 
in Landers and Johnson Valley area, as well as a negative economic impact 
upon the businesses who rely on JV visitors and users who purchase their 
products and services. Finally, the lose of the most significant off-road open 
space in Southern California will likely only cause degridation of other 
lands in the surrounding areas, and significantly increase congestion and 
related problems in the remianing open land spaces. Having reveiwed the 
proposed expansion plans, I feel that only 2 are suitable at this time: * 
Alternate Proposal #3 - which provides for an expansion of the base to the 
East, and * Alternate Proposal #7 - which does not provide for any 
expansion beyond the current base boundries. If you must expand, go East 
Marines, go East! Regards, -Brian 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 904 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I understand the need for practice land,  tho there is a lot of unused land else 

where to have fun on.   There is slot of fun racing out there and off roaring. 
Thanks 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 905 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment OFFROADING IS ONE OF THE FEW REMAINING ACTIVITIES 

THAT FAMILIES CAN PARTICIPATE IN TOGETHER SAFELY. iT IS 
BECOMMING HARDER AND HARDER TO FIND LEGAL PLACES 
TO RIDE AND JEEP. tHE COMMUTES TO LEGAL AREAS ARE 
BECOMMING LONGER AND LONGEER AS WELL. pLEASE 
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CARFULLY CONSIDER THE REMOVAL OF ANY MORE LAND 
FROM THE PUBLIC DOMAIN AND EXPLORE ALL OPTIONS FOR 
LAND NEEDED FOR TRAINING. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 906 

 
Last Name SEMBACH 

 
First Name RALPH 

 
Comment The needs of off-road recreational groups far out way additional training 

area needs.  This will further impact the defense budget and costing more 
than expected to the American taxpayer. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 907 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Enough already. You've already taken way to much family recreation areas 

away from all of us. Family first. Wars (even training) aren't even close to 
what this country needs. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20452 

Comment ID 908 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment      i have not been there yet but i hope to make it in the next couple of years so 

i hope it stays open to 4 wheeling!! we all need somewhere to wheel!!   B 
Coffey 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 909 

 
Last Name Watt 

 
First Name Jim 

 
Comment My family has been using Johnson Valley Offroad Vechicle area for 3 

generations. We spend 8 to 10 weekends a year using the area. Our family 
makes it a point to buy our supplies from the local area. Over the last few 
years we have spent thousands of dollars to enjoy the area. Please keep the 
area open for public use. My family would be devestated with the loss of 
Johnson Valley. Sincerly, The Watt Family 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 910 
 
Last Name Starkey 

 
First Name Dave 

 
Comment I do not support the Marine Corp taking over the OHV area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
 
 
Comment ID 911 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The Johnson valley OHV area is a special OHV are with things not found 

anywhere else in the country. Please consider not expanding to this area. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 912 

 
Last Name Stapish 

 
First Name Adam 

 
Comment I respectfully requeast that you please do not expand the base into the 

Johnson Valley OHV area... Not only would the expansion hinder access to 
the already shrinking OHV riding area options but most importantly I 
believe we all fear that these closures are becoming all too frequent... I'd 
like to be able to take my kids there unobstructed some day 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 913 

 
Last Name Minor 

 
First Name Sean 

 
Comment As an avid 4 wheeler and an outdoor recreationalist, I strongly support 

Alternative 3 and strongly appose the Marine Corp from acquiring Johnson 
Valley.  The public has already lost many roads, trails and open areas in 
National Forests and BLM lands to recreate in.  Johnson Valley is unique 
and one of the last areas of its kind for 4 wheeling that is still open to the 
public.  I urge the Marine Corp to expand its operation to the east into what 
is now Wilderness.  The Wilderness area does not have nearly the public 
use that Johnson Valley has and after all, was once used by the military for 
training and other uses. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 
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Comment ID 914 
 
Last Name Madden 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment I would advise option 3 so as not to complicate an already complicated 

process for events held at JOhnson Valley. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 915 

 
Last Name Curry 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment I vote for Alternative #3! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and participation in the NEPA process. 

Comments received during the comment period will be evaluated in 
preparation of the Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the 
Department of the Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about 
whether and how to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training 
requirements.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is needed, then a 
formal withdrawal request will be made to Congress, and it will have to 
approve the withdrawal.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is 
needed then the Navy would also request that the FAA proceed to evaluate 
the Department of the Navy’s request to establish corresponding Special 
Use Airspace (SUA), or to modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 916 
 
Last Name Lewis 

 
First Name Timothy 

 
Comment I would like to see Alternative #3 used. It would allow ORV to use Johnson 

Valley, and the Marines to once again use the area to the east that Patton 
used. It effects the least amount of people that would have to relocate. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 917 

 
Last Name Cushing 

 
First Name Joshua 

 
Comment As a tax paying citizen, I would like these lands to be kept open for public 

use. In order for our economy to recover, I feel the land should not be taken 
over at this time and left open for public use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 918 

 
Last Name Lewis 

 
First Name Timothy 

 
Comment I would like to see Alternative #3 used. It would allow ORV to use Johnson 

Valley, and the Marines to once again use the area to the east that Patton 
used. It effects the least amount of people that would have to relocate. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 919 
 
Last Name Blair 

 
First Name Andrew 

 
Comment Regarding the Twenty Nine Palms Marines land expansion. I am in favor of 

Alternative #3. Thank you. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 920 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please leave Johnson valley open to the public as i have been going there 

for over 20 years to off road and camp. It would be a shame to loose that 
area to the military as they have other options to train. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 921 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The marine Corp already has plenty of land. They don't need to take more 

from us Think of how it would impact the locals and threre buiness's it 
would ruin them and add to the downfall of this economy 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 922 

 
Last Name Brown 

 
First Name Timothy 
 
Comment My family and I use and enjoy this area routinely and am opposed to this 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 923 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment The government has already close the Tellico trails in North Carolina 
leaving much of the east coast without a place to ride legally. This same 
fate does not need to happen to one of the great trail areas on the west coast 
either. I understand that the marines need more space, but that has no reason 
to affect this many people who are involved in an evidently dieing past-time 
thanks to the US government. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 924 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep Johnson Valley open. Its a really amazing place to visit. It is just way 

too nice to be closing it off for Military use. Find a different spot, keep this 
spot open!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response          Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 925 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Alternative #3: This option leaves Johnson Valley OHV area untouched. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment and participation in the NEPA process. 

Comments received during the comment period will be evaluated in 
preparation of the Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the 
Department of the Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about 
whether and how to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training 
requirements. If the ROD determines that land acquisition is needed, then a 
formal withdrawal request will be made to Congress, and it will have to 
approve the withdrawal. If the ROD determines that land acquisition is 
needed then the Navy would also request that the FAA proceed to evaluate 
the Department of the Navy’s request to establish corresponding Special 
Use Airspace (SUA), or to modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 926 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I vote for ammendment #3 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and participation in the NEPA process. 

Comments received during the comment period will be evaluated in 
preparation of the Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the 
Department of the Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about 
whether and how to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training 
requirements.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is needed, then a 
formal withdrawal request will be made to Congress, and it will have to 
approve the withdrawal.  If the ROD determines that land acquisition is 
needed then the Navy would also request that the FAA proceed to evaluate 
the Department of the Navy’s request to establish corresponding Special 
Use Airspace (SUA), or to modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 927 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family has been visiting this area for a number of years and it has 

become a family tradition to meet with distant relatives there at least once 
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per year. Closure would result in disrupting family gatherings. We have 
tried different locations but just doesn't seem to work, this is the only 
location that seems to work for all the different reasons. We enjoy hiking, 
climbing, 4 wheeling and have an extensive collection of photographs taken 
there from different times of the year. Please don't close out the public to 
their land. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 928 

 
Last Name Ashley 

 
First Name Todd 

 
Comment      Please, stop taking our land from us! We have to much invested into this 

area for it to be restricted from public use. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 929 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment Leave Johnson Valley alone. You could always train along the U.S. 
Mexican border. It's perfect with sand, underground tunnels, and 
smuggling. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 930 

 
Last Name miller 

 
First Name guy 

 
Comment loosing Johnson valley would be horrible to my friends and family. We visit 

the place 5-6 times a year for annual trips. JV is visited by 30000 plus 
people during the week of KOH and every weekend that I go there are at 
least a thousand people there. The public is loosing OHV area's all across 
the country I hope that JV wont be added to the list. As it is one of the last 
remaining places to do all types of hardcore off roading. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 931 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please put a stop to over taking public land. By taking our public land, you 

are effecting the economy of a very large industry, as well as stripping the 
rights of the american people. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response 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 also understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 932 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep the Johnson Valley OHV area open to the public! using 
 alternative #3 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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.  
 
As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS public comment 
period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in consultation with 
representatives from the OHV community) to increase public access to key 
portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on recreation. Comments 
received during the comment period will be evaluated in preparation of the 
Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the Department of the 
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Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about whether and how 
to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training requirements. If the ROD 
determines that land acquisition is needed, then a formal withdrawal request 
will be made to Congress, and it will have to approve the withdrawal. If the 
ROD determines that land acquisition is needed then the Navy would also 
request that the FAA proceed to evaluate the Department of the Navy’s 
request to establish corresponding Special Use Airspace (SUA), or to 
modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 933 

 
Last Name weiss 

 
First Name billy 

 
Comment closing down the johnson valley ohv area will be devastating to many 

californians as well as off roaders from around the world. many of us have 
businesses that rely on places like this to keep the sport alive, in order to 
feed opur families. we also enjoy the freedom of taking our families out 
there for outdoor recreation, a freedom that gets taken away with every land 
closure. - billy weiss 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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.   
 
As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS public comment 
period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in consultation with 
representatives from the OHV community) to increase public access to key 
portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on recreation.  Comments 
received during the comment period will be evaluated in preparation of the 
Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the Department of the 
Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about whether and how 
to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training requirements.  If the ROD 
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determines that land acquisition is needed, then a formal withdrawal request 
will be made to Congress, and it will have to approve the withdrawal.  If the 
ROD determines that land acquisition is needed then the Navy would also 
request that the FAA proceed to evaluate the Department of the Navy’s 
request to establish corresponding Special Use Airspace (SUA), or to 
modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 934 

 
Last Name Walter III 

 
First Name Robert T 

 
Comment as an avid outdoorsman, and father of five, losing access to areas of jhonson 

valley specifically is a pretty painful idea as we have yet to enjoy it as a 
family. i sincerely hope the matter of land use can be resolved to keep it 
open to the public 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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.  
 
As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS public comment 
period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in consultation with 
representatives from the OHV community) to increase public access to key 
portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on recreation. 

 
 
Comment ID 935 

 
Last Name Richard 

 
First Name Johnathon 
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Comment When people are out enjoying the environment, people will protect the 
environment. It is human nature. We will protect what we love! We protect 
family, God, and The United States of America because we love them. We 
also love our sport. A sport that is under attack from environmentalist and 
businesses that believe certain land plots are better off used another way (a 
way that suits their needs). These people tell us we need to find new places 
to drive our vehicles, but the fact is, THERE ARE NO NEW PLCES! If it 
was easy to find new places, we would have. It is easier to relocate 
something that does not exist than something that is already here. Our park 
is all ready here. Please relocate your facilities elsewhere. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands how 

important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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.  
 
As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS public comment 
period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in consultation with 
representatives from the OHV community) to increase public access to key 
portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on recreation. 

 
 
Comment ID 936 

 
Last Name Schubring 

 
First Name Matthew 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley OHV open to the public year round. This area 

is phenomenal for outdoor recreation. Closing this area will negatively 
impact recreation opportunities as well as local residents. The option to the 
east of 29 Palms will not cause the same issues. Please keep our public 
lands open to the public! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands how 
important the Johnson Valley OHV area is for recreation and the EIS 
concludes 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.  
 
As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS public comment 
period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in consultation with 
representatives from the OHV community) to increase public access to key 
portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on recreation. Comments 
received during the comment period will be evaluated in preparation of the 
Final EIS and will be part of the record in front of the Department of the 
Navy when it makes its Record of Decision (ROD) about whether and how 
to proceed to meet Marine Corps’ MEB training requirements. If the ROD 
determines that land acquisition is needed, then a formal withdrawal request 
will be made to Congress, and it will have to approve the withdrawal. If the 
ROD determines that land acquisition is needed then the Navy would also 
request that the FAA proceed to evaluate the Department of the Navy’s 
request to establish corresponding Special Use Airspace (SUA), or to 
modify existing SUA. 

 
 
Comment ID 937 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment All the reasons below are valid and responsable reasons. You know if the 

Marines use this area and think there might be one piece of Marine material 
or Ordenance left behind it will be closed to the public/ U.S. Tax payers for 
good. Move to the East and do a Fort Hood number on it and do what you 
need to do. The Offroad comunity is loosing trails and recreatinal area by 
the miles yearly, fighting tooth and nail just to try and hold on to what is 
and has been available. Please reconsider you're options. Thank You. 
Reasons to expand to the East by 200,000 acres) No impact to OHV 
opportunities in Johnson Valley More compatible areas with the proposed 
action Less impact to local business owners Less impact to recreational 
opportunities  Less populated The area has already been used by the 
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military in the past Economy will be less affected  Reasons against 
expansion to the West Reduction in area for off-road and outdoor 
recreational opportunities Reduction in area for the film industry Negative 
impact on the economy May impact public health and safety of surrounding 
communities May affect Southern California Edison (SCE) electric 
transmission facilities and/or distribution facilities May promote illegal 
riding Potential impact on groundwater supplies and quality Potential impact 
on biological resources (e.g., desert tortoise and prairie falcon) 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 938 

 
Last Name Ray 

 
First Name Tim 

 
Comment Please keep the Johnson Valley OHV area open to the public as a dedicated 

OHV use area. These places are becoming fewer and farther between. I 
grew up 4wheeling with my dad and I would like my son to be able to 
4wheel with his son one day. Thank you for your consideration. Tim Ray 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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Valley area as possible for recreational use. Please refer to Sections 2.5 and 
4.2 of the EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 939 

 
Last Name Olson 

 
First Name Geoff 
 
Comment Johnson Valley is Very important for keeping open. It provides business for 

many small business owners, like myself, and also recreational time spent 
with friends and family. It is the biggest up and coming location for one of 
the biggest up and coming extreme sports. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  

 
 
Comment ID 940 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment This land was set aside for OHV almost 20 years ago. I understand the need 

for training but the problem is that the off road community keeps getting 
pushed in to smaller and smaller areas. Between the environmentalist, the 
wilderness areas and now the Marines, the OHV community continues to 
get pushed out.If you want to take this area then replace the area. Give us 
some land that we can use with the same conditions and distance from LA 
that Johnson Valley is. Under plan 6, you want to share the area with us. 
Now you want us to get a permit to use the land. We have been using this 
land without having to pay for a permit.You want to restrict our use and 
make us pay for it. That is not right. My family has been using that area for 
over 30 years. At times I have had 4 generations there for a long weekend. 
My Father, my son & my grandson. My son grew up in the back set of our 
family Jeep and now his 12 year old son is doing the same. We,the 
American people believe in family values. My wife and I had been married 
for 38 years. In today's world with all the family problems. Divorce, drugs 
and gangs. Spending time with your family, instilling the rights values in 
your children is what being a parent is all about. You tell me, how many 
teenagers want to do things with their parents? I get asked Dad, Grandpa 
when are we going Jeeping? They want to be with us. That's what the OHV 
areas due, they bring families together. You go out to Johnson Valley on the 
weekends and what will you see? Families Also under plan 6, there is a 
loophole that could keep it closed to the public if the Commanding General 
determines that the area is not in a suitable condition for public access. It is 
possible it could be just because of budgetary constraints. With the Federal 
budget in the mess it is today what are the chances of that? I support plan 3. 
De-designate the wilderness area. This area has been used by the military 
before. The area is less populated. It does not impact family recreational 
use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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Valley area as possible for recreational use. Please refer to Sections 2.5 and 
4.2 of the EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 941 

 
Last Name Twamley 

 
First Name Dustin 

 
Comment Hello, My family, friends and I have been using the Johnson Valley OHV 

area for as long as I can remember.  The OHV area at Johnson Valley is our 
primary getaway for family activities.  Not only is it important to be 
available to my family it's also my primary outlet for spending money!!! I 
easily spend $25K+ a year on trips to Johnson Valley, after you add up gas, 
food, truck payment, RV payment, etc...  Keep families together, keep the 
economy struggling, keep Johnson Valley OHV area open!  Thank you- 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.   
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Comment ID 943 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment There has be enough desert for the marines not to take away from southern 

California residents. The Federal government should be able to provide our 
military areas without taking areas away from public. I believe that I should 
be able to take my son camping in our state. Unfortunately, the areas are 
becoming less and less, please do not make another mistake and close yet 
another area off to responsible, taxpaying, families that have been enjoying 
this beautiful area 
for years. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 944 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Hi I believe that the Jhonson Valley OHV recreation are should not be 

impacted. It is a valuable place for people of all types to spend quality time 
enjoying the outdoors in fun ways with friends and family. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 945 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I support alternate #3f 29 Palms Land Aquisition plan 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 946 

 
Last Name sellick 

 
First Name tommy 

 
Comment Power to the wheeler's 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 947 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Leave JV alone, there are other areas that are not used that would work 

better for the government to uss. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 948 

 
Last Name Williams 
 
First Name Dave 

 
Comment      We need this Johnson Valley area as more and more areas are being closed 

from the public off road community. There are thousands of people who use 
this area all through out the year. Help us save Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20475 

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. 

 
 
Comment ID 949 

 
Last Name Larsen 

 
First Name Trevor 

 
Comment Please keep this area available to the public for outdoor enjoyment for all 

generations. Thank you. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 950 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment I would like to request to keep the land in Johnson Valley, Ca. to remain 
open as public use as an OHV area. I am a disabled veteran,have had 3 
tours in OEF, so I belive I have earned a right to vote on helping decide 
what happens to our domestic public lands. I am an avid 4x4 enthusiast who 
enjoys the outdoors and enjoys seeing the beautiful country I helped defend. 
I would be very upset to hear that another public use area is closed down 
and taken away from the public. Especially, since there is already a limited 
trail OHV lands available for 4x4 enthusiast. Please do not make the wrong 
decision to close Johnson Valley, Ca. permanently from OHV useage. I am 
asking as a patriotic american, a veteran, and a believer of freedom. Thanks 
you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 951 

 
Last Name Hall 

 
First Name Dusti 

 
Comment Please find other options rather than closing down any part of Johnson 

Valley OHV. I have not been to that OHV as of yet but I have only lived 
here in California for 10 months and I hope to have the opportunity to go 
enjoy the challenging trails in Johnson Valley OHV. That area is on my 
bucket list. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response 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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 952 

 
Last Name stone 

 
First Name larry 

 
Comment WHEN DOES IT STOP?? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment 

and involvement in the NEPA process. 
 
 
Comment ID 953 

 
Last Name Brown 

 
First Name William 

 
Comment I believe we are losing too much recreaction lands and I will not approve of 

losing any more. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 954 

 
Last Name Blosser 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment I have been going to Johnson Valley for 45 years for off road recreation. I 

have enjoyed it with my grandparents, parents and children. It has been a 
tradition to spend major holidays like Thanksgiving, Christmas and New 
Years with friends and family out there. The biggest problem is that we the 
off road community are losing off road areas every year due to special 
interest groups pushing for wilderness conservation. I would hate to see 
another perfect riding area be lost forever. I'm voting for  Alternative #3. 
Just keep things the way they are and please find somewhere else. Thanks 
for taking the time to read my comment. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 955 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have been frequenting the Johnson Valley OHV area for years and have 

always had a great time out there.  Its such a freeing experience to be able 
to go out in the desert and cruise around in those magical valleys and secret 
spots.  I want to continue going there for years to come I feel there are 
plenty of other areas that are not going to impact OHV users nearly as much 
which could be used for this proposed military expansion. Please take into 
consideration the many events and fundraisers that happen out in that area, 
as well as the plain regular joes who go out and enjoy it every weekend, all 
year long.  Please, try to explore other options in this that will not affect our 
beloved Johnson Valley OHV area in this way. Thank you for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 
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Comment ID 956 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment keep Johnson Valley open as an OHV park. It is one of the most well 

known 4- Wheeling locations in the nation. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 957 

 
Last Name Evans 

 
First Name Matthew 

 
Comment Please do not close Johnson OHV park. My friends and I use this park 

frequently as it offers some of the best 4 wheel drive offroading even if I 
have to drive from my home in the Phoenix area. My friends and I enjoy 
this area. It would be a travisty if this area was closed to the public. Thank 
you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 958 

 
Last Name Newman 

 
First Name Jared 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is about a 14 hour drive from our home. But that being said, 

you need to know that it is one of my familys favorite places to visit about 
2-4 times a year. I have a wife of 10 years, 1 boy 10 years old and our 
daughter 8. In my eyes Johnson Valley is irreplaceable. You just cant find 
another place like it. Everyone enjoys the Hammer trails, we love to ride 
our atv,s and ohv,s out in the desert. The King of the Hammers Race is 
epic! And the quality time my family enjoys together while recreating is 
priceless. Please find a way to keep this California jewel open to the public. 
Thank you for your time, Jared 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 959 
 
Last Name dixon 

 
First Name kyle 

 
Comment please offer alternatives to taking over the Johnson valley OHV area.  These 

areas are becoming more and more hard to find and they truely are a place 
that you can not replicate.  Before a decision is made each person looking at 
this should spend a weekend out in Johnson valley.  It is an unforgetable 
experience I pray I get to share with me son in the years to come. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 
and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 960 
 
Last Name lancaster 

 
First Name elizabeth 

 
Comment Please don't shut down johnson valley or any desert. A lot of people love 

that place including me. Its a nice place to hang out and get away from the 
city! Please think anout everyone! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 961 

 
Last Name Vassek 

 
First Name Mathew 

 
Comment I am a staunch supporter of the military and I did 10 years as a Navy 

Seabee. I know the more we bleed in training the less we bleed in war. Yet I 
also know that we need places to blow off some steam and have some fun. 
We all have hobbies. We all have those things that help us to relax and 
spend time with friends and family. The Johnson Valley OHV is the place. 
It is the place that my hobby culminates. My wife and I and now my 
grandson and daughter spend our disposable income on building a vehicle 
to take into the back country. The time spent doing it is wonderful time 
together but we also need a place to take that vehicle when we are done 
building. Johnson Valley OHV is one of those places. It is a place to test 
both man and machine. It is a place to meet with friends of a like mind and 
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enjoy the camaraderie that comes from a common hobby and common 
interests. I understand Johnson Valley OHV area would be a good location 
to expand into for training. But I also know there are other areas that could 
just as easily be utilized that don't already have a designation as an OHV 
area. The government has lots of land to work with sadly people who enjoy 
off road vehicles do not have those advantages. The areas we have we have 
had to claw and scratch to get and then fight even harder to keep. To take 
this area from us to use as a training area when there are other areas that 
you could use would be doing a disservice to all of us. and many of the 
people who you want to train there. Many of the people I have met there are 
military, it is also the place they go to enjoy their hobby. SO for us and your 
own, please consider other options, please leave Johnson Valley OHV alone 
for the use of all enthusiasts. Thanks 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 

 
 
  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20485 

Comment ID 962 
 
Last Name Bell 

 
First Name Greg 

 
Comment To Whom it May Concern, I am writing this comment to inform you the 

Johnson Valley SVRA is an important part of my life. For over 7 years my 
family and I have recreated in this area to enjoy the raw rugged beauty of 
the desert, and explore challenging 4x4 trails.  Countless friendships have 
been forged in front of a camp fire and on trails in Johnson Valley. I will be 
deeply mournful if the priveledge of using this land is taken from the 
public.  I understand and respect the need for the training facilities, however 
please reconsider taking this special place away from Southern California.  
Thank you for this opportunity to express my view. Respectfully, Greg Bell 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 963 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am aware that the expansion of the Marine Base will cover parts or all of 

the Means Dry Lake area including what is an area called the Hammers. 
This area has developed a reputation among the 4 wheel drive recreation 
groups as a Mecca for the most difficult trails known to exist. The Jeep was 
brought home after WWII and that hobby was born. The hobby gained so 
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much popularity that Jeep named it's vehicle after the Crown jewel of off 
roading. The Rubicon Trail. The hobby turned sport as people pushed the 
limits of what vehicles can do much in the same way the Marines push the 
limit of what they can endure. I support the efforts of all our men and 
women in uniform 100 percent at the same time I support the right of the 
public to use public land. I do not support the expansion of the Marine base 
to the west. Thanks for asking!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 964 

 
Last Name draus 

 
First Name bryan 

 
Comment     with public land quickly diminishing this land means the world to those of 

us in the off-road community. I live in upstate NY and love the hammers as 
if it was in my own backyard. keep it open keep it public!!!! thanks. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 965 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Although I may never get to visit the Hammers, I hope too one day. 

Demolish san fransico and build your base there instead please. Thanks, Jim 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 966 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment The Johnson Valley OHV area is home to one of the greatest off road area's, 
and home of a huge annual even known as the Griffin King of the hammers. 
It would a detriment to all offroaders everywhere if it were to close down to 
OHV use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 967 

 
Last Name Puder 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment I have been enjoying the use of this land with my off-road club and friends 

for many years and it is the only place like it in the US for OHV use. I plan 
to take my family camping here when the time comes and taking this away 
from responsible OHV users would be terrible. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 968 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please leave Johnson Valley open to the public. It is one of my favorite 

places to go offroading and dirtbiking. It is also where our offroad club 
chooses to go several times a year and the memories we have made there 
are priceless. There is no other place like it as far as rock crawling is 
concerned. Thank you for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 969 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment Please don't take over/close JV, its too important to the offroad community. 
It would be like closing the Rubicon or the Dusy Ershim. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 970 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Dear Sirs,  I understand the need to train our young men and women of the 

Marine Corp, but to take away the Johnson Valley OHV land is wrong. In 
these hard economic times people need to be able to enjoy the access to a 
place they can go and fell free. Johnson Valley is a wonderful place that we 
take our family to get away from the stress of everyday living. Do you 
realize how many American families go to Johnson Valley? We are not 
allowed to ride our ATV's on our own property do to new city codes. Now 
the government wants to take away our stress relieving Johnson Valley. I 
would beg of you, find land elsewhere. There seems to be a large amount of 
land out by the Yermo base. We pay all our taxes. We do everything we can 
to help and support our country. Taking away Johnson Valley seems to be 
something an enemy of this country would do. Thank you for your time. I 
hope that you will reconsider taking away our access to Johnson Valley. 
Sincerely, Mary Paolini 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response 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.   
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 971 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I've been reading about the issues affecting Johnson Valley ORV with great 

sadness and passion. Hearing that the area loved by so many of my fellow 
wheelers may be affected by government shut-down frustrates me.  The 
area has been open to the public to enjoy, as well as the recent rise and 
popularity of Rock Crawling/Racing and the King of The Hammers.  As the 
sport grows, its sad to see the areas that can house this sport diminish.  
Once my son gets a bit older, I had planned on taking him on a trip in the 
Southwest making stops at many beloved offroad trails; Rubicon, Fordice, 
and of course, Johnson Valley. If anything but Alternative #3 passes, I fear 
that I may not be able to show my son these great trails. My vote is for 
Alternative #3, to keep the public land open to the public all year long.  We 
are being faced with too many land closures that our kids may not be able to 
experience what this country has to offer, camping and 4-wheeling in the 
great outdoors. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response 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. 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. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of 
the decision-making process. This information becomes part of the Final 
EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its 
decision process. Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about 
proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process.  

 
 
Comment ID 972 

 
Last Name Galego 

 
First Name Mario 

 
Comment     THIMC I am a Chief Petty Officer in the United States Navy with 23 years 

of sevice currently deployed. I am an avid off roader and the Hammers have 
been the best release for me after any one of my many deployments for the 
simple fact that it gives me a place to go to reliese, to think, and enjoy 
nature as well as the great trails provided. This is one desert that you don't 
have to worry about IEDs or ambushes. This land is therapy for me and 
many others from different walks of life, not just the armed sevices.  I 
totally understand the need for quality training to better prepare our troops 
who will be in harms way but what of the troops that have been there and 
come back but some of them is still there? The personnel with some kind of 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20493 

PTWS that is finding it hard to adjust to the real world as we know it.  After 
Operation Iraci Freedom, My wife noticed a change, I noticed a change and 
I wasn't sure what to do to fix it. My good friend that I have been to the 
Hammers with before, invited me on a weekend wheeling trip and that did 
it. I knew I was home in the US, I knew I was safe but the subtle similarities 
of the desert helped me sort things out, helped me deal with issues and 
brought me home. I am not saying this will work for everyone but it worked 
for me and maybe it will work for our brothers and sisters that still have 
issues to deal with. This holds true for many civilians that I have taken out 
to the Hammers and the stories are all similer in that the peaceful quiet of 
the open desert is calming.  I hope that you take time and realize this is 
more than just an offroad park, more that just recreation, and that every 
single person that goes to the Hammers supports our troops 100%. Thank 
You for your time and for your service to our great country, stay safe and 
God Bless. V/R Mario N Galego 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 973 

 
Last Name George 

 
First Name Stephen 
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Comment I've never had a chance to make it out to go four wheeling in the Johnson 
Vallet are abut it's on my to do list please give me and other that chance to 
go four wheeling in one of our sport best wheeling area's. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 974 

 
Last Name Mumford 

 
First Name Wesley 

 
Comment Please leave the trail section for public use 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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Valley area as possible for recreational use. Please refer to Sections 2.5 and 
4.2 of the EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 975 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment For as long as I got into 4 wheeling and the outdoors I have wanted to go to 

Johnson Valley and spend a weeks vacation. This year, I finally got to go 
and spend a week watching the King of the Hammers race. It was the most 
unreal and amazing time I have ever had in my entire life. Not just for the 4 
wheeling and the sport, but for the culture of the sport. I love it and Johnson 
Valley is a huge part of our sport. I can't wait to spend my week in February 
next year watching the same event and having the time of my life. It is an 
incredible place and we need to keep it open!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 976 

 
Last Name Copeland 

 
First Name Cheryl 

 
Comment I oppose eastward expansion of the MCAGC. I feel this will impact 

wilderness areas that my family has enjoyed for many years. To lose the 
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beauty of the eastern Mojave to a massive land aquisition of this sort would 
be a crime for the present and future generations. All this aside from the 
travel routes and recreational areas outside of the wilderness areas. Please 
let this land stand in the public domain 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 977 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Sirs, It has been brought to my attention that Johnson Valley ORV area may 

be in danger of being closed. I would appreciate that all avenues would be 
looked at and all other options strongly considered. This area is, in my 
opinion, the top destination for ORV's in the United States. With land 
closures happening everywhere I hope Johnson Vally will be around for 
many generations to enjoy. Thank You Mark Hanson 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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.   
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 978 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My best friend, my brother, is a marine. I have another friend marine 3/5. 

As much as i support them and our nations military. Johnson Valley is too 
valuable of an offroad resource and recreation area to loose from public 
usage. Not only do they support my stance, they have also participated in 
this petition. Johnson Valley is the mecca of the sport, the "holy land" as it 
has been called. These are the hardest and most storied offroad trails in the 
world. It would be a total shame to take them away from the American 
people. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 979 
 
Last Name Stroud 

 
First Name Steven 

 
Comment I live in Ohio and belong to a club who have members who have been out 

to the hammers to enjoy recreating in the great outdoors.(offroading)  I am 
planning on a traveling out for the KOH race as well as plan on taking my 
family there to vacation.  This is a world class place for OHV recreation 
that would be irreplaceable in my opinion.  Please keep it open access to the 
public. Thank you. Steven E Stroud 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 980 

 
Last Name Watts 

 
First Name Dale 

 
Comment The military has enough land to practice in. This country is becoming more 

of a Communist country when the gov't keeps taking freedoms away from 
the people. It seems the more taxes we pay the more our freedoms are taken 
from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 981 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The continued locking up of federal lands from the public use is getting 

excessive. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 982 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an avid off-roader who moved to California from the east coast, I cannot 

possibly convey how much of an impact the seizure of Johnson Valley from 
the OHV community would be. Johnson Valley is the PREMIER off-road 
park in all of the west. Our school sponsored 4x4 club makes 6-10 trips per 
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year, and its 7 hours from our school. If a bunch of broke college students 
feel its worth saving every penny to go "wheel" at Johnson Valley, then 
imagine the heartbreak we experienced when we learned we may not be 
able to in the future. I'm simply stating my own feelings here, but I'm sure 
there are thousands of us in the off- road community that will be devastated 
if J.V. is no longer available for our use. Thank you, -Dan 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 983 

 
Last Name ormiston 

 
First Name todd 

 
Comment this is r life off road please do not take one of the only places left . We also 

have a off road fabrication business 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 984 

 
Last Name Bowles 

 
First Name Kristofer 

 
Comment Please keep JV open.  Johnson Valley is a great place for well like minded 

people to safely wheel, explore, camp, etc.  Public lands like this are vital 
for recreation 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 985 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To Whom it may concern: Please consider keeping Johnson Valley open for 

public access for all disciplines of recreation. I have been saving money and 
building a vehicle for 4 years just to come and visit this area. The KOH race 
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is an awesome addition to offroad racing, and is quickly becoming the gold 
standard of all-around driving and fabrication skill. Thanks for your time, 
Blair Howze 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 986 

 
Last Name Thordarson 

 
First Name Oli 

 
Comment Reasons to expand to the East  No impact to OHV opportunities in Johnson 

Valley  More compatible areas with the proposed action  Less impact to 
local business owners  Less impact to recreational opportunities  Less 
populated Has been used in the past by the military  Economy will be less 
affected Reasons against expansion to the West  Reduction in area for off-
road and outdoor recreational opportunities  Reduction in area for the film 
industry Negative impact on the economy  May impact public health and 
safety of surrounding communities  May affect Southern California Edison 
(SCE) electric transmission facilities and/or distribution facilities  May 
promote illegal riding  Potential impact on groundwater supplies and 
quality  Potential impact on biological resources (e.g., desert tortoise and 
prairie falcon)\ 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 

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

 
 
Comment ID 987 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am opposed to any expansion to the 29 Palms MCAGCC. The MCGACC 

has proven over the years that it has sufficent space and area to adequately 
train our Marine Corp. This proposed expansion, in this economic 
downturn, is foolish. Our government through our military bases in the west 
have enough land, i.e. Ft Irwin, Camp Pendelton, China Lake. That we 
should take advantage of we have instead of taking public lands that have 
been used by the public for various forms of recreation for years. My family 
has been land owners & neighbors of the 29 Palms MCAGCC since the late 
70's. I have interacted with various members of the Marine Corp over the 
years and was told of the vast and unsed area of the MCAGCC. So use what 
you have and leave what little desert we the people have left to use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 988 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is Mecca for off-roaders across the country, and even 

around the world. It has changed the lives of so many people, and created 
memories for even more. Please don't take that away from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 989 
 
Last Name Muzyka 

 
First Name Anthony 

 
Comment The following are ΓÇ£commentsΓÇ¥ for Alternative #3: [reasons to expand 

to the East by 200,000 acres] No impact to OHV opportunities in Johnson 
Valley  More compatible areas with the proposed action  Less impact to 
local business owners  Less impact to recreational opportunities  Less 
populated  The area has already been used by the military in the past 
Economy will be less affected  Reasons against expansion to the West 
Reduction in area for off-road and outdoor recreational opportunities 
Reduction in area for the film industry  Negative impact on the economy  
May impact public health and safety of surrounding communities  May 
affect Southern California Edison (SCE) electric transmission facilities 
and/or distribution facilities  May promote illegal riding  Potential impact 
on groundwater supplies and quality  Potential impact on biological 
resources (e.g., desert tortoise and prairie falcon) 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 990 

 
Last Name BLAIS 

 
First Name PATTY 

 
Comment My husband and I moved to Apple Valley, CA in 2004.  The whole reason 

we moved here was because of the lifestyle and because we were and are 
highly involved in the off-road racing/riding community.  A year after we 
moved here, my husband opened his own business at home, a motorcycle 
repair business. Most of our customers are our friends who are fellow off-
road enthusiasts from all around the Southern California area.  This is NOT 
our hobby - this is our LIFE! My husband has built his business from 
nothing and has been very successful.  We could not move our business 
back to Orange County, CA where we moved from originally.  This is our 
life here in the desert and we do not EVER want it taken away from us.  My 
husband was injured while riding in 2007 and is now in a wheelchair.  His 
work and business has become even more important to him now more than 
ever.  Please take my comments into consideration.  There are MANY other 
people who's businesses revolve around the OFF ROAD Community and 
any change in the Johnson Valley OHV area that would mean having our 
land taken away from us for recreation and for our way of life would just be 
devastating to thousands of us! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 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., 
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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.  

 
 
Comment ID 991 

 
Last Name Chu 

 
First Name Kevin 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley Open to the public. I have gone there a few 

times to go off roading and camping. I plan to make many more trips out 
there in the future to enjoy scenery and enjoy the land. Thanks,  Kevin 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 992 

 
Last Name BLAIS 

 
First Name CHRISTOPHER 

 
Comment My wife and I moved to Apple Valley, CA in 2004. The whole reason we 

moved here was because of the lifestyle and because we were and are 
highly involved in the off-road racing/riding community. A year after we 
moved here, I opened my own business at home, a motorcycle repair 
business. Most of our customers are our friends who are fellow off-road 
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enthusiasts from all around the Southern California area. This is NOT our 
hobby - this is our LIFE! I have built my business from nothing and have 
been very successful. We could not move our business back to Orange 
County, CA where we moved from originally. This is our life here in the 
desert and we do not EVER want it taken away from us. I was injured while 
riding in 2007 and am now in a wheelchair. My work and business have 
become even more important to me now more than ever. Please take my 
comments into consideration. There are MANY other people who's 
businesses revolve around the OFF ROAD Community and any change in 
the Johnson Valley OHV area that would mean having our land taken away 
from us for recreation and for our way of life would just be devastating to 
thousands of us! I am for the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 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.  

 
 
Comment ID 993 

 
Last Name Jensen 

 
First Name Rory 

 
Comment Please dont take this wonderful place away from the tax payiers that pay for 
 it. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 994 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment There are so few places left for the off road community to enjoy their sport 

it would be a shame to lose another. We are often misjudged as a group that 
tears up nature but the reality is that the large majority of us take better care 
of the trail systems and surrounding nature than any of the groups who look 
to limit access. From a veterans standpoint I also think it's in the best 
interest of this country to promote activities that get people and their 
children outside camping and wheeling in places like Johnson Valley as 
opposed to a bunch of xbox playing couch potatoes. Those couch potatoes 
aren't likely to be standing in the recruiters office any time soon.... Thank 
you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20509 

 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 995 

 
Last Name Ervin 

 
First Name Craig 

 
Comment Where to start.  We as a family have been camping in the area for the last 

18 years. We enjoy the park as it it. My kids have basically grown up there, 
we miss last year and my daughter express that she very much miss out 
vacation time in the area. So we headed back down this year. This was out 
first year to see the KOH racing. Its more than just the park. It the whole 
area too.  If the park is closed or altered to the point where it's not fun then 
we most likely will not be going to the area.  We spend a far amount of 
money on food and supplies, not to mention other things like eating out in 
town. But its the park that attracts us there each year 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending.  

 
 
Comment ID 996 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family and I need a place to play, please don't close Johnson Valley 
 OHV 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 997 

 
Last Name Davis 

 
First Name Ben 

 
Comment Please allow me a chance to visit Johnson Valley in the future. I am an avid 

rockcrawler. I have left behind many passions to pursue this. Due to the 
economy I have not been out in over a year. I go to moab on a yearly basis, 
but Johnson valley offers an experience that is without equal, not even in 
moab. I have some great memories from my first visit, and would like to 
make it back someday. It's an experience that cannot be had at any other 
place on the planet. As a landscape architect, I feel it is an appropriate place 
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for rockcrawling to take place along with many other forms of recreation. A 
new sport was born there with the king of the hammers race. It would be a 
mistake to restrict access to this amazing area. I feel that there are less and 
less places every year to recreate which has a negative impact on society as 
a whole. Having said all that, I appreciate the great service that our 
servicemen give us. I have many family members who are vets and it means 
a great deal to me. I know there are alternatives and I would ask you to 
please consider those places for the great work that you do! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 998 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment please keep public land open to the public, there are fewer and fewer 

beautiful areas like this for people to explore and enjoy. mike 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 999 

 
Last Name Peck 

 
First Name Daniel 

 
Comment The OHV area in Johnson Valley represents an amazingly important asset 

among the few remaining public lands available for public recreation use for 
the great many citizens and families who enjoy this land each year. As a 
career serviceman I understand the need for quality training areas, but fail to 
understand the compelling reason to close Johnson Valley OHV, even for 
only parts of the year, especially the particularly disturbing options which 
will leave the decision to open or close a California state (and truly national 
draw site) resource to the commanding general of the base, a great 
American no doubt, but a man who will usually have little or no connection 
to the citizens or their representatives who would be impacted by 
unscheduled closures at the sole decision of a single man with command 
authority and extreme pressure to accomplish the given military training 
mission but no responsibility to the impacted businesses or citizens 
impacted by closure. Several other options appear to strike a balance 
between public use and military mission. Option #3 which protects the 
public lands in Johnson Valley and provides for the military mission by 
returning land to the East of 29 Palms used by General George S. Patton for 
military training, and presently unused by the public, to the USMC for their 
requested expansion. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1000 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment option 3 is my prefered 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1001 

 
Last Name Bergman 

 
First Name Thomas 
 
Comment As an outdoorsman / Jeeper I have been aware that the natural progression 

of our Government is to increasingly deny the public access to their lands. 
The Desert Protection Act closed massive tracts of land. Now that a budget 
crisis looms we can expect more parks and OHV areas to be closed. Option 
3 is the most undesirable to the Marines but could be a better viable option 
for them if the SheepHole Valley is mitigated from the wilderness area 
under the DPA. This expansion east does not close any of the JV area to 
landing strip access, land owners, and OHV enthusiast. Utilizing Sheephole 
Valley does not affect anybody as we have already been denied use and 
enjoyment of that tract of public land. Thank you for your consideration. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1002 

 
Last Name Mansfield 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment I am a stakeholder in this process for several reasons. Based on the usage 

that myself and my family have gotten from the JV Open Area over the past 
40 years, and the possibility that this may be coming to an end, I must state 
that I am opposed to the Marine's taking any land to the West of the current 
29 Palms Base. 1. Having reviewed the Draft EIS, I have noted that 
Appendix J is lacking the documentation of, or has minimized the 
importance of, a variety of cultural resources inside of the revised 
boundaries, and has missed some critical biographical information from 
local settlers in Lucerne Valley. I would appreciate being contacted so that I 
can provide the missing documentation needed to ensure that these sites 
remain protected if the Marine's take posession of the proposed expansion 
lands to the West of the existing base. 2. Various branches of the US 
military have left an unwelcome legacy on desert communities in the past. 
A prime example is the current ghetto in the center of Apple Valley that 
was once military housing associated with George AFB. The EIS needs to 
address the human currency that will be affected, including the livelihood of 
residents and merchants in Lucerne Valley. 3. Desert Racing, both in terms 
of Motorcycle and Trucks/Buggies, is a sport that is native to Southern 
California and remains a major source of revenue for a variety of businesses 
in Southern California. The JV Open Area is of critical importance to 
keeping these traditions alive. Any potential shared use of the Open Area 
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must have written/contractual language that precludes the military from 
poluting the shared areas with unexploded ordinance and expended 
ordinance that is harmful to humans. Most of the OHV community is 
currently of the opinion that the promise to share the Open Area is an empty 
promise that will be violated by a future lockout of the public due to 
hazards created by training exercises. 4.  OHV use has steadily increased 
over the past four decades, yet areas where OHV use is allowed have 
continued to shrink. The OHV community is already faced with 
overcrowding and dangerous conditions on holiday weekends. This will be 
dramatically exascerbated if the JV Open Area becomes unusable by the 
general public. Repeated calls for Mitigation in the form of other desert 
lands being opened up to OHV use have gone unanswered by both the 
Marine's and the BLM. In order for the EIS to be complete, this must be 
addressed. 5. The desert tortoise is an endangered species that has been high 
on the radar in the Mojave Desert for many years now. Moving tortoises as 
part of the recent expansion of Fort Irwin has been disastrous to the local 
tortoise population. Relocatng tortoises is not a valid method of mitigation 
and some other form of mitigation should be addressed. Regards, Michael 
Mansfield 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates impacts to cultural 

resources under each of the action alternatives (see Section 4.11). As noted 
in the EIS, impacts to cultural resources would be significant under any 
action alternative.  

 
The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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 impacts to specific 
communities.  
 
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 exercise.  The Marine 
Corps would continue these same procedures on any acquired land area. In 
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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.   
 
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 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 regard 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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Comment ID 1003 
 
Last Name stein 

 
First Name adam 

 
Comment The Hammers is one of the greatest wheeling locations in the world. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1004 

 
Last Name sahar 

 
First Name alon 

 
Comment leave Johnson valley alone as a veteran of the spacial forces i do recognize 

the importance of the training areas. but this place is one of a kind the only 
one in the world that as such a unique conditions  leave it open there are 
many other places that can be used for the same purpose we as a club 
wheeling at JV almost every other week. leave it open there not many OHV 
areas that left open in ca ALON . 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1005 

 
Last Name Mooneyham 

 
First Name Gene 

 
Comment Closing, or even limiting access to Johnson Valley offroad area would 

severly limit choices for recreational rock crawling, motorcycle racing,and 
general desert recreation. Although I live in Arizona, my family and friends 
enjoy the Johnson valley experience quite often. I would like for my grand 
children to enjoy Johnson Valley as much as my family has for the past 40 
years. Please consider the needs of the general public in your decision. 
Sincerely, Gene Mooneyham 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.   
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1006 

 
Last Name sahar 

 
First Name alon 

 
Comment leave Johnson valley alone as a veteran of the spacial forces i do recognize 

the importance of the training areas. but this place is one of a kind the only 
one in the world that as such a unique conditions leave it open there are 
many other places that can be used for the same purpose we as a club 
wheeling at JV almost every other week. leave it open there not many OHV 
areas that left open in ca ALON . 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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 
and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley 
would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives 
involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the 
action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1007 
 
Last Name Madsen 

 
First Name Derek 

 
Comment Alternative #3 is the best option. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1008 

 
Last Name Graham 

 
First Name Luke 

 
Comment Don't close Johnson Valley! I have always wanted to wheel there and don't 

want to miss out! -Luke 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20521 

Comment ID 1009 
 
Last Name Himmel 

 
First Name Marissa 

 
Comment Alternative #3 is the best option 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1010 

 
Last Name hickman 

 
First Name jack 

 
Comment The recreational value of the johnson valley area provides untold 

opportunities both publicly and of a fiscal nature all over the country. I 
regularly vacation in the area spending both time an money in the 
surrounding communities. Losing this vast recreational resource when there 
are equally valid sites for the new intallation would be seriously 
irresponsible. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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Valley area as possible for recreational use. Please refer to Sections 2.5 and 
4.2 of the EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 1011 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have been a resident of Johnson Valley since 1994. The proposed 

expansion of the military base will have a devastating impact on the local 
economy and property values. Please don't destroy Johnson Valley with 
your senseless proposal. It's my understanding that of all the 
ΓÇ£alternativesΓÇ¥, the proposal called, Alternative #3 make the most 
sense, it allows for the base expansion, minimizes the impact on the local 
economy and keeps one of the last open riding areas available for public 
use, as well as preserves the environment. From the meetings it appears that 
the area described as Alternative #3 was already used for military 
operations, so the personnel at the base should be aware of its potential to 
run the proposed military drills. Given the current state of the economy one 
has to wonder why the Marines are declaring war on the people of Johnson 
Valley. It's my understanding that the base is primarily used for artillery 
drills. Why do you want to drop ordinance within a mile of where people 
live? And, it seems highly unlikely that anyone in command would drop 
bombs on our own troops. Finally, from experience, as outlined the 
proposed drills have not been needed since WWI. Apparently the Marines 
are going back to donkeys and push carts. It would appear that this is 
simply a land grab. Grow up! Assuming anyone at the base has any sense, it 
would appear that an acceptable proposal would consider the current land 
use, the impact on those activates, the benefit to the community, impact on 
local business owners, safety of the local residence, affect on local ground 
water supplies, and potential affect on the local biological resources. Of all 
the bad choices, Alternative #3 seems to be the only choice. Hopefully, 
someone reads this and wakes up before Johnson Valley is turned into a 
memory. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20523 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1012 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I URGE YOU NOT TO CLOSE THE VALLEY, this place is sacred to a lot 

of people who love the sport off off road driving. closing these places not 
only harms the space this country has allotted us to have as a national park, 
but as a place that so many people call a vacation destination. These places 
are essential to our way of life! please reconsider! thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 1013 

 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment Johnson Valley has served as a recreation area for my friends and family for 

years. To use this part of the desert would take away one of the prime 
public recreation areas. It is used highly and maintained by several groups. 
This is not just another random area of unused desert, but is one of the most 
highly used recreation areas in the State. Please consider keeping this area 
open and available to future generations. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1014 

 
Last Name Bear 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment We don't have many areas open where we can enjoy this form of recreation 

please don't take away any more ohv parks. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1015 

 
Last Name eckhardt 

 
First Name greg 

 
Comment I spent well over 500 dollars going to the king of the hammers in 2011. Not 

to mention i got a job working full time just so i could pursue my dream of 
racing. If you shut this down you will be shutting down my dreams, My 
economic contributions to our state economy and part of what makes this 
state so great. I know this will probably never be read and you probably 
really dont care about us wheelers, But the amount of money spent towards 
this fueling our economy is HUGE. Probably more intertwined into our 
economy than you could ever imagine. To conclude Shutting down johson 
valley OHV isnt just shutting down the king of the hammers its shutting 
down our economy. Heres hoping you see the disaster your creating before 
its too late. -Greg 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1016 

 
Last Name Butler 

 
First Name Tracy 

 
Comment There aren't many places left for us wheelers... This is one of the very few 

that I enjoy. Please leave hammers OPEN! 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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. 
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Comment ID 1017 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I implore you to please reconsider closing the Johnson Valley OHV area. 

As many others have stated this is not only an "offroad park" but rather a 
pinacle of the sport. This place is legendary to to everyone who has ever 
had the opportunity to go there and makes an impression that lasts long 
after the riding is done. This park is the Grand Canyon of places to ride and 
if it is lost the sport will most certainly never be the same so once again I 
ask you to please consider other options.   Derek 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 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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Comment ID 1018 
 
Last Name Denny 

 
First Name Stacy 

 
Comment Please leave hammers open. We don't have enough places to have fun 

anymore. It would be horiable it  you took this away too! 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1019 

 
Last Name Butler 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment We don't have anywhere to go wheeling like this where we won't get a 

ticket for having fun. SO please Don't take hammers away!!! 
 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1020 

 
Last Name Butler 

 
First Name Ann 

 
Comment Please don't give hammers away. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1021 

 
Last Name TULLIS 

 
First Name Douglas 

 
Comment I have been riding Johnson Valley since the 60s and like my Grand kids to 

due the same. it would be a same to close the biggest OHV area in Ca. 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1022 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a resident of the state of California, and avid outdoor enthusiast, I feel 

that alternative #3 presents the best possible arrangement and use of the 
area in question. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1023 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not close down Johnson Valley OHV park.  Johnson Valley is 

one of the last places to truly wheel and shutting it down will force users to 
go elsewhere.  More often than not, for the less thoughtfull, that results in 
people riding and driving in illegal areas.  Johnson Valley is the pinnacle of 
hardcore offroad sites and the promise land to many offroad enthusiusts. If 
the marines need more space to practice, I would suggest nevada.  Not 
much there anyways. Kevin 
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Date Comment Received 4/14/2011 
 
Response 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 uggestions 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 and the 
EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would 
cause a significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving 
restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1024 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep our OHV parks open 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1025 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment Please, please, please do not prohibit the public from using what little 

public is still available! We appreciate the need for training, but believe 
there are better areas than this. Johnson Valley has been historically a 
special place where families can go to get out of the city and be with nature. 
Areas such as this are getting more scarce every day. Please find a way to 
compromise, leaving the public land open for the public. Otherwise, what 
use is freedom? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1026 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would like to say that Johnson Valley has been one of the things in life I 

live for. I plan my life around this place. I spend way to much time and 
money building my off road truck just to drive the rock trails in this area. I 
have been to a lot of other spots to off road, but none of them offer what 
Johnson Valley has. I understand why the Marines want to use this area, but 
I hope it does not happen. This place really does mean this much to me.   
Thanks for reading this, Chris Navarre 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1027 

 
Last Name Rants 

 
First Name Kevin 
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Comment Johnson Vally is a one of a kind area and everyone should have a chance to 

see it. To the off road community its like going to yellow stone or any other 
national monument. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1028 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Off-road sports are rapidly losing ground. I live in the East where public 

land is all but non-existent now. My family and I sorely miss the wide open 
free-access public land in the West where we spent our first 40 years. Here 
in the East we are left to shopping, eating out, and going to the movies. 
Please, please help us to keep our public lands available to the outdoor 
activities we love. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1029 

 
Last Name McLean 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment I have been going to Johnson Valley for 6 years now and it has always been 

a great safe place to offroad. This place has the potential to benefit our 
future and the future of our kids. This area needs to stay open! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.   The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1030 

 
Last Name WESTOVER 

 
First Name STEVE 

 
Comment Please don't close the Johnson Valley/29 Palms Area. This is an area my 

wife and I along with our kids and family frequent thoughout the year. We 
enjoy taking weekend vacations to go camping. It's also a place my father 
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used to take me when I was a child. We enjoyed many years of fantastic 
desert outings, camping, and riding our recreational vehicles.  This vast 
open desert area means the world to me and my family as well as dozens 
and dozens of my friends and their families. I don't want these to become 
just memories of the past...i beg that you allow this to be open for us to 
enjoy for years to come.  Thanks you! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1031 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I support having adequate training for our military, but I am opposed to the 

proposed Marine base expansion into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I've 
enjoyed riding my motorcycle or driving my truck through California's 
deserts for over 30 years. I've seen some really amazing places. It concerns 
me to see so many public lands being closed to the public. The amount of 
open land available for off road recreation is only a fraction of what it was 
when I was a kid. The Johnson Valley OHV area is one of the few 
remaining large open OHV areas in California. People come from all over 
the state for various types of competition events. Although I live in the San 
Diego area, I go out to Johnson Valley for motorcycle races, off road car 
races, or just to camp out with friends and enjoy the desert. I want to 
continue to enjoy Johnson Valley and to be able to pass that along to future 
generations as well. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1032 

 
Last Name WESTOVER 

 
First Name KRISTINA 

 
Comment PLEASE..............PLEASE....................PLEASE DON'T CLOSE OUR 

RECREATIONAL AREA! :) I have photo books dating back to when I was 
a kid...40 years ago....where me and my late parents were camped on the 
dry lake bed camping for the weekend. My dad would fly his model 
airplane, while me and the kids rode our little mini bikes and mom sat 
around with all her girlfriends. Very fond memories and great times.  Now a 
days I am fortunate that my husband and my children love to go to the 
desert and camp out too! We spend every Halloween, Thanksgiving and 
New Years camping and enjoying the desert year after year. I could also 
name another 10 x's a year or so we go out to the 29 Palms/Johnson Valley 
Area to escape our daily routine and live, love and laugh! I LOVE THIS 
AREA AND BEG YOU DON'T TAKE THAT AWAY FROM ME, MY 
FAMILY, FIRENDS AND MY CHILDRENS CHILDREN. THANK YOU 
VERY MUCH! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1033 

 
Last Name Davison 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment I vote for Alternative #3 to keep Johnson Valley OHV Area for public use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1034 

 
Last Name Boyd 

 
First Name Nicholas 

 
Comment We cant loose more places to offroad legally 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1035 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family and I have enjoyed the recreation opportunities in Johnson 

Valley OHV for many years. I would ask that consideration be given for 
continued use of the area for recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1036 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment This area had been a wonderful excape for me and my family from the 

southern california city life. It has provided me a place to take kids that 
would know no other than video games and graffiti and introduce them to 
nature and physical activities and options. We have hiked there, Jeeped 
there, rode dirt bikes and quads there as well as camped and watched 
events. This place would be a shame for the public to lose. As a former 
Marine, I ask for serious thought to be placed into this. Semper Fi 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.   The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
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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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1037 

 
Last Name Atchison 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment Please look for other options to expand your base. This is one of the few 

areas left for my family and friends to enjoy the great outdoors. We love the 
freedom the Marines provide us! But we can't enjoy these freedoms if our 
public lands keep being taken away. Please leave Johnson Valley available 
for off roading. Thank You The Atchison Family 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20541 

Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1038 

 
Last Name Vierra 

 
First Name Frank 

 
Comment I have been wheeling @ Johnson Valley for about 15yrs. It will be 

devastating to the 4-wheel drive community if it were to close. Johnson 
Valley is by far the best and most challenging area on the west coast.It is 
also a great place to take the whole family. As more and more off-road 
areas continue to close. Please reconsider closing Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1039 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment i vote for alternative #3 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1040 

 
Last Name Rockwood 

 
First Name Alan 

 
Comment This is an area that my family and friends use several times a year and I 

would hate to see it closed. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1041 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment One of the possible mitigation for Loss of the OHV park of Johnson Valley 

would be to trade or exchange other Military property that is used only 
intermittently. As an example The east side of Edwards Air base has an 
expansive area used for low elevation high speed runs. This might be 
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opened for recreation part of the year . In addition the Fort Erwin has 
missive areas that are never used. Some of these could be opened for parts 
of the year. Also the BLM has close Most of the desert on Both sides of 
Highway 395 From Just North of Victorville up to Red Mountain. A 
equivalent amount of desert could be opened in this area allowing OHV use 
in these areas. OHV over the past 40 years has been chiseled away until 
now only a small part of the desert is open. Without opening up some of the 
closed off locations the total riding will be cut 50%. This will create a 
massive increase in Injury and Death since OHV over crowding will occur 
in the remaining locations. All ready over used locations will become 
dangerous due to crowding. The BLM could open areas that are currently 
Limited use and this would partly relieve the problem. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  
 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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Recreation (under all action alternatives) would be significant and that no 
mitigation measures would fully reduce the impacts to below a level of 
significance. 

 
 
Comment ID 1042 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Johnson Valley is a mecca for offroading and one of the few places left that 

truly inspires. To lose this majestic location would not only be damaging to 
our sport, but deliver a significant blow to the outdoor adventurer spirit in 
Southern California. I urge you to reconsider your current course of action 
and leave Johnson Valley intact and as is. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1043 

 
Last Name hodges 

 
First Name mark 

 
Comment I am an avid four wheeler and dirt biker and johnson valley is on my bucket 

list of places to go. The economy prevents me from going right now but i 
desprately want to go someday and it would really suck so have it closed 
before i can make it down there. Please do not close this! It would be damn 
shame to close this place. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1044 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please don't close JV. It means a lot to my club and I both as a place to 

wheel and a place to hang out with great friends. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1045 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I've been riding in The Johnson Valley OHV area since I was a little kid and 

I hope to someday take my kids there. It seems unreasonable that this base 
be expanded onto high use public lands when there are so many areas of 
desert that are completely uninhabited. If you need more space build a new 
base where there isn't an off road park that serves all of the southwest and is 
world renown for its terrain. Closure or reduction in size of the Johnson 
Valley OHV area would have a drastic negative impact on the off highway 
vehicle community. Lets keep these lands open for future generations to 
enjoy. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1046 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley OHV area open to the public. It has such a 

great history to everyone in the off road community. It would be a shame to 
lose it. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1047 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson valley is one of the few open places for us to come together inlarge 

groups without a major impact on the environment. Many events are held 
there as well. I know people who make the pilgrimage various states, 
countries, and even continents such as Australia to enjoy what Johnson 
valley has to offer. The site is a world renowned mecca for 4 wheel drive 
enthusiasts world wide.  To evict us from such a site would be a travesty. 
and the effects would be felt worldwide. I urge you,the honored and 
respected marine corps, to consider other areas for your needs. Thank you, 
Mason 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1048 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Thank you for reading my comment. I fully nrespect our government and 

the fight that they have constantly to protect my families freedom here in 
the United States. And I am thankful for these opportunities that we have as 
a citizen of the U.S. I would like the Marines to think about taking a 
different piece of land other than Johnson Valley. This is a very important 
piece that has just found it's potential in the last 3-4 years. I have seen many 
people spend alot of money in their local towns in Colorado and in every 
interstate town from home to Johnson Valley. Just to attend this race. I 
personally spent over 20,000 in 4 months for this race. Alot of it went to 
Yuca and Barstow local business'.  I hope these words help with the 
marines decision to move North or east instead of west. Thank You Pat 
Vigil 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1049 

 
Last Name Williamson 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Why not work with the Army to use the National Training Center at Fort 

Irwin if the Marine training grounds are not big enough? Taking away 
civilian land for the sole use of occasionally training Marine ground forces 
takes away recreation land used by civilians within the community for off-
roading, camping, etc. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1050 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Id like to point out a few areas of the EIS that I feel are inaccurate or 

misleading.   First one, where is the money to buy the mines and other 
expenses associated with the expansion coming from? at the ontario 
meeting I heard some numbers, those numbers where $50-100mil to buy the 
mines and other private land and up to $500mil to complete the expansion. I 
do not see that covered in the EIS. Id much rather the tax payers dollars be 
spent on debt recovery rather then expanding the already largest base.  what 
kind of impact does that money accompanied with the money that will be 
spent on the new training exercises place on the nation debt?  Secondly I 
feel the 25% reduction in local tax income is more then the listed "less than 
significant". I have been in the cities of lucerne and Apple valley on a big 
race weekend and literally every store,gas station, and restaurant along Bear 
Valley RD is packed with offroad related people purchasing products. that 
income accompanied with the thousands of people that are out there every 
weekend has to play a significant part in those stores staying open. one 
specific restaurant id like to be considered is "Cafe 247", I know more then 
50% of there income comes from OHV users, even loosing that income for 
2 months out of the year will be detrimental. do you want to turn Lucerne 
valley into a ghost town? next, Id like a study of the percentage of OHV 
land that has been lost over the last 20years in all of southern California to 
be included in the final EIS. OHV land is being lost due to many causes 
from green energy to protect species, I would like all of that to be included 
in the EIS. Lastly, Id like to get more details on the noise produced from the 
land expansion. The EIS lists it as not being significant, what qualifies it as 
significant or no significant? I know people that live close to other millitary 
bases and there houses are shaken on a regular bases from air craft and 
weapons testing. How would you like to listed to the on a regular basis? 
Thanks for your time, I hope some of theses comments are considered and 
added to the next EIS. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  
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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 Draft EIS.  
 
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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1051 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is not just a piece of land, it is sort of a sanctuary for off- 

roaders. Taking Johnson Valley away from the public would be a big 
mistake. I personally love going out there and rock crawling and a lot of 
other clubs from different UC schools do the same. There arn't too many 
places like this in california for people that enjoy that hobby and made a 
career out of it (King of the Hammers). 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1052 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I urge the USMC to not expand the Twenty Nine Palms base boundaries 

into the Johnson Valley Offroad area. This would severely limit the 
available areas for recreational as well as sanctioned competitions for 
various activities. Expansion would also have a detrimental impact on the 
local economies of the communities surrounding the Johnson Valley 
Offroad area by loss of visitors to the area. Please reconsider any plans to 
expand the base into this area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1053 
 
Last Name Monte 

 
First Name Rocco 

 
Comment I've grown up in the desert and have more memories than you can imagine 

out there. I would love for my children to have the same experiences it kept 
me off the streets. I was always tweaking my trucks and bikes instead of 
wreaking havoc around the city. I can't imagine how I would have turned 
out if I wasn't raised around that environment. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1054 

 
Last Name Baker 

 
First Name Daniel 

 
Comment Johnson valley is a place for family oriented activities. A place to take 

family members to ride motor vehicles peacefully and meet other people 
who share the same joys as you. Simply put there is NOTHING remotely 
simular to johnson valley ohv. Please dont take this away from us. -Daniel 
Baker 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1055 
 
Last Name Maher 

 
First Name Patrick 

 
Comment It really bums me out thinking of the possibility of shutting down Johnson 

Valley OHV area. I've been to Johnson Valley probably a dozen times over 
the past 4 years with my 4wd club. It is truly one of the greatest places to 
test a vehicles limits on the plant. The area provides some of the best terrain 
for recreational 4wheeling in the country. I am personally building a suzuki 
samurai rock crawler right now specifically intended for wheeling Johnson 
Valley. Every year our club participates in various clean up events and 
fundraisers for Johnson Valley. This note may not mean much in the big 
picture, but shutting down an area that is adored by so many is a huge deal. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1056 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a former member of the United States Air Force, and a current DOD 

Contractor supporting the US Navy and marine Corps NMCI Contract, I am 
well aware of the need to provide quality training to our armed forces. I also 
understand the need to keep our public lands available for recreational use 
when there are alternative choices that can be made during these types of 
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aquisitions. There are vast tracts of land currently set aside by several 
branches of the armed forces in close proximity to Twenty Nine Palms that 
can serve to enhance the training environment. China Lake and Fort Irwin 
are both within minimal flight range of Twenty Nine Palms as well as close 
enough to provide access to Ground Combat training ranges as well. Rather 
than lockup more public lands that will only be used sporadically, please 
consider joint use of existing lands already designated for military traing 
with existing infrastructure for testing and monitoring which will minimize 
aquisitional and setup expenditures. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1057 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley should stay open riding area for the good of all who enjoy 

riding motorcycles, driving off road, and off road racing. I have grown up 
in the desert and i would be torn if i didn't get to give my kids the same 
experience. Going out camping is a great recreational activity and should 
not be taken away, many people enjoy camping in Johnson Valley, let us 
continue! Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1058 

 
Last Name Wright 

 
First Name Jeff 

 
Comment I am quoting what Jerry B had to say about this topic in case you missed it, 

because I feel the exact same way and, well, no one can say it like the great 
Jerry Bransford can! Johnson Valley is a place I would like to see before I 
die and I know for a fact that many others feel the same. "Johnson Valley 
may seem like just another featureless typical desert area, but to many from 
throughout the U.S. and indeed beyond U.S. borders, it is a completely 
unique and beautiful area that is unlike any other. Families and 
recreationists from far and wide flock to enjoy Johnson Valley and the 
endless recreational activities it provides. Visit the area and you'll find its 
visitors have license plates from across the U.S. Talk with more visitors and 
you'll discover that many of them come from as far away as Australia and 
Europe, and they are here solely to enjoy what Johnson Valley offers. 
Johnson Valley is that unique. In fact, even many of the surrounding desert 
communities depend on those visitors for their very livelihoods and that if 
the visitors stopped coming, some of those communities simply may not 
even survive. Johnson Valley hosts many events throughout the year 
including one of the fastest growing and toughest off-road competitive 
events in North America called King of the Hammers. That event alone 
drew over 15,000 visitors including TV and radio coverage that brought 
much needed revenue to the surrounding communities. One of the largest 
groups of visitors includes the offroading community. Offroaders are 
completely supportive of the US military and especially our Marine Corps. 
We believe in the mission of the Marines and would do nothing to 
jeopardize the training that is so vital to the Marine Corps mission. With 
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that in mind, we believe there is more than enough suitable terrain outside 
of and adjoining the Johnson Valley recreational area for the Marines to 
conduct their training in. There are certain areas within the Johnson Valley 
recreational area, particularly inside the canyons, that simply cannot be 
duplicated anywhere else. To lose those valuable recreational resources that 
are, truly, so unique would be tragic to a huge number of families and 
recreationists. We believe few within the Marine Corps knew just how 
much Johnson Valley meant to so many and just how important of a 
national recreational resource that it has become. We believe that you do 
now understand its importance and because of that, we simply request that 
you give the most possible consideration to expanding your training areas to 
adjoining desert terrain that does not take our Johnson Valley away from us. 
Thank you for your consideration. Jerry Bransford Escondido, California" 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.  
 
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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1059 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I understand the military gave us our freedom. Please stop taking our 

freedoom and land that was given to us by our forfathers. We need to be 
able to get out and enjoy this great land. thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1060 

 
Last Name Schermann 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment As Retired USAF Msgt, I say keep Johnson Valley OHV area open for 

public offroad use!!! I served for 20 years so that I and others could enjoy 
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the freedoms of our great country. Alternative 3 is the way to go!. My son is 
stationed at Edwards AFB and I intend to visit him just to go offroading in 
Johnson Valley. Alternative #3 is the way to go!!. If the east area was good 
enough for Gen Patton to use our current Marines should be proud to train 
on such honorary terrain. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1061 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Closing Johnson Valley would be equivilant to closing Daytona Speedway, 

Indy, or any other major motorsport area. These areas are becoming more 
and more rare for the offroad community. I live on the east coast. I know 
myself and others have a savings just for trips to this area and areas around 
it. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1062 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have not had the opportunity to make it to Johnsons Valley but have plans 

to do so in 2012. This is one of the premier offroad locations in the U.S. and 
is host to one of the most amazing races. It would be a tragic blow to the 
offroad community if this area were to be closed. This area brings in 
travelers who spend millions of dollars every year at the surrounding area 
businesses. This income would be next to impossible without the offroad 
community. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1063 

 
Last Name gleason 

 
First Name cary 
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Comment     It woud be a shame to lose some of what little land we have to offroading to 
our fellow brothers who look after us. I love the military but also love to 
enjoy some of our public lands. Please consider an alternative to jhnson 
valley offroad area. Thanks, cary 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1064 

 
Last Name Smith 

 
First Name Douglas 

 
Comment        While I understand the need for a new training area (I'm a Marine myself) I 

think that it would be a huge mistake to take over the Johnson Valley area.  
The OHV community is widespread, and comprised of people from all 
walks of life. There are many service members like myself, veterans, and 
patriots.  These are responsible citizens who "tread lightly" to preserve the 
environment and country's natural beauty, while still getting out there to 
enjoy it. We support the Marine Corps, and don't want to hinder the mission 
by taking away a necessary training area.  However, we believe that there is 
plenty of space in the areas adjoining Johnson Valley that both groups can 
be satisfied.  After all, offroad events such as King of the Hammers, which 
is one of the fastest growing races, pump up the local economy.  Over 
15,000 spectators were present at this past KOH event, and brought in 
plenty of revenue for the locals, which would be sorely missed. Please 
consider our request when you seek a new place to train; there is no reason 
why we can't all enjoy the land. 
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Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1065 

 
Last Name Brock 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment over the last few years I have been visiting The Johnson Valley Area for 

OHV recreational purposes at least once a year for it's unique oppertunities 
and really wish to to continue this tradition. Johnson Valley offers OHV 
enthusiest a unique experience due to it's varied terain and it would be a 
huge shame to loose this area to the public. I'm positive this area draws 
visitors from all over the world, with a significant economic impact on the 
communities in the imeadiate area. Please lookfor other options in 
expanding Marine Corps base 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
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Response 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.  
 
The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1066 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Save Johnson Valley for a OHV area. The milatary has always been good 

about letting civilins share training areas as long as there not impact zones. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1067 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Option 3 is the best for both parties. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1068 

 
Last Name Blake 

 
First Name Jeffrey 

 
Comment OHV land supports a major sport in this country. Closing down Johnson 

Valley will deliver a serious blow to our sport in an up and coming race that 
is growing. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1069 

 
Last Name Olshove 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment As a long-time military family, I am the first to support our troops and the 

freedom they allow us in this great country. It is the Marines and the rest of 
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the armed forces that allow me to enjoy my four-wheeling hobby; that 
being said, I join the others in the request for the Marine Corps to 
reconsider basing their training in Johnson Valley, home to one of our 
nation's best OHV areas. I live in Columbus, Ohio, but still have visited 
Johnson Valley on numerous occasions, because it is unlike any park that I 
can find in the Midwest or on the East Coast. The closure of Johnson Valley 
would be a detrimental loss to the recreationalist and four-wheel drive 
communities, as well as the surrounding towns that depend upon travelers' 
visiting their local park. I thank the Marine Corps for their service to our 
great country, and I pray that they might consider the desert areas 
surrounding Johnson Valley, and not the valley itself, for the future location 
of their training facilities. Thank you for your time and consideration, 
Michael Olshove Columbus, Ohio 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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.  
 
The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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.2-20565 

Comment ID 1070 
 
Last Name Bone 

 
First Name Ben 

 
Comment Please listen to the wheeling community. We need our land also. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1071 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am a former Marine, and a Jeeper. Although I have yet to travel to 

Johnson valley to wheel, it would be a tragedy to take it away from the Off 
Road Community. More and more places to wheel are getting closed and 
pretty soon our Jeeps will have no place to go to have a good time. Please 
consider alternatives. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20566 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1072 

 
Last Name Russell 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment As a kid, my family grew up riding and camping in the Johnson Valley area. 

After I moved out of state, I have kept up on the events there and now take 
my family on vacations there. There are less and less areas to use for off 
road adventure as places are closed, so please leave us with this on e for 
future use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1073 

 
Last Name Baker 

 
First Name Todd 

 
Comment In a country where Americans are losing more and more of our rights and 

freedoms everyday, freedoms and rights YOU ALL fight for, we need this 
land to remain open for public use. There are many, many other alternatives 
out there that do not provide the opportunities for research, recreation, 
competition and pure enjoyment as Johnson Valley. If one questions this, 
you need only see the turnout for the KOH Race and the recreation enjoyed 
before, during and after by the general public. As a veteran, I appreciate 
more than some, what it is you all do and provide for me and my family, 
and I say thank you. I also ask that you reconsider this land issue. My sons 
have yet to have a chance to enjoy the awesome adventure that Johnson 
Valley has been, is and will be. With all the resources the US military has, 
there surely is an alternative to this land for the training that we all know is 
so necessary. We do not have the resources available nor the options that 
the US Gov has, and what few recreation areas we do have are being lost on 
a regualr basis to special interest groups. Please reconsider this and even see 
about a compromise that will be the best outcome for all. Thank you for the 
consideration and your willingness to listen to our pleas. Thank you very 
much, Todd, Jennifer, Alex & Koyt Broken Arrow, OK 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1074 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment alternative #3 for me please don't close the Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1075 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment It is wrong to take away one of the last OHV spots in the Hi Desert. There 

is so match land out by the existing Base in Barstow its not right and you no 
its not. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1076 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I understand the need for training space for our troops and I support them 

however there must be an alternative that could benefit the troops and the 
recreation community. I have been visiting the Hammers since I was a kid. 
My family and I have used this area for camping, motorcycle recreate, and 
Jeep recreate. In this day and age of the kids wanting to sit in the house and 
just play video games it's getting harder and harder to find areas to take my 
kids out for some fun in the outdoors. Taking away this land from the 
public will not only add to the land loss we have already suffered but also 
effect the economic surplus of 29 Palms and Lucerne Valley. This area is 
not only for recreation but also a part of some people's livelihood. Thank 
you for taking the time to hear our requests. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comments. 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1077 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Expand to the east if you have to, but leave Johnson Valley and the Off 

Roaders alone. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1078 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Referring to the Johnson Valley aquisitionby by the USMC. WHY take this 

land away from public use when you can use alternative plan #3 OR 
alternative plan #7 and accomplish the same plans I am in total 
disagreement with any land aquisition that involves Camp Rock Road 
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Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1079 

 
Last Name Aastrom 

 
First Name Dale 

 
Comment Please do not take Johnson Valley for expansion of 29Palms Marine Base. 

Go east instead to where Patton trained his troops for World War II. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1080 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment       Johnson Valley is home to one of the most amazing races in the world. I 

have enjoyed my time their along with thousands of others. Please do not 
take this land away. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 
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during its decision process.  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.  
 
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. 
The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1081 

 
Last Name HARING 

 
First Name PHIL 

 
Comment Hundreds of square miles for the Marines to take, and they want this? 

Sounds like somebody is bucking for political favors if not answering a 
favor. No, regardless of what fancy documents are spit out of the 
community relations office, tell the commanding general to look elsewhere. 
For Pete's sake, it's a big desert. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment 

and involvement in the NEPA process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1082 

 
Last Name MIKKELSEN 

 
First Name GREG 

 
Comment The Johnson Valley area is much needed for good times with my family . 
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Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1083 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am opposed to the use of Johnson Valley being used for military 

operations training.  My family and I use the area for recreational puposes. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  
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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.  
The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1084 

 
Last Name Storz 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment I support alternative #3 for Johnson Valley OHV area 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1085 

 
Last Name Lindop 

 
First Name Chris 
 
Comment Keep the trails open. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 
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decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1086 

 
Last Name schultz 

 
First Name jasonn 

 
Comment WHEN I FIRST STARTED RIDING THE WHOLE DESERT WAS OPEN 

THEN CAME THE TURTLE LOVERS WHO GOT RESTRICTIONS 
PUT ON WHERE WE COULD RIDE THEN THE FLAT LANDERS 
STARTED MOVING UP HERE AND COMPLAINED ABOUT THE 
NOISE AND DUST THEN CAME MORE RESTRICTIONS AND WITH 
EACH ONE THE RIDING AREA GOT SMALLER. NOW THE 
MILITARY WANTS TO INVADE THE LAND AND I SAY INVADE 
CAUSE THAT'S WUT THEIR DOING DON'T GET ME WRONG I 
SUPPORT OUR TROOPS THIS IS DIFFERENT THEIR INVADING 
THE LAND THEIR SWORN TO PROTECT THEY CAN'T POSSIBLY 
EXPECT US TO BELIEVE THAT THIS IS THE ONLY OPEN RANGE 
IN THE COUNTRY THAT IS BIG ENOUGH FOR TRAINING. 
NEVADA HAS MORE DESERT AND IT'S NOT AS CLOSE TO 
CIVILIZATION AS JOHNSON VALLEY. So where's all these 
environmental activist now that their threatening are rights to enjoy the 
desert ? Or their precious wild life. Cause I'll guarantee the military isn't 
gonna stay on designated trails or give a Fuck how many turtles they blow 
up !!!!! SO GO INVADE ANOTHER DESERT AND LEAVE OURS THE 
FUCK ALONE!!!!!!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1087 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment Gentleman I am part of the christian based offroad community. We 
annually particapate in dozens of events all over the country. Sharing Gods 
word and the beauty he has created. Our dedication to responsible land use 
is second only to our fellowship. We annually sponser a gathering of like 
minded offroaders that numbers well into the hundreds. while this is small 
in comparision to the govt branches . Im sure you have considered the 
economical impact of these type of events, for a state that is already 
struggling it makes no sense to remove a revenue source that has counted 
on the access to our lands. Access that has been made available by the very 
freedon our military branches have fought and died to protect. Make us 
proud once again by protecting the use of this land rather than removing 
even more of the freedom this great nation has stood for. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1088 

 
Last Name ambrose 

 
First Name adam 

 
Comment Taking away Johnson valley would hurt the off-road community. It would 

take away one of the biggest off-road use areas around. I have lived in the 
high desert for over 20 years and Johnson valley is one of the last spots to 
ride, jeep etc. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 
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decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1089 

 
Last Name Mitchell 

 
First Name Natalie 

 
Comment Save Johnson Valley for public Access! It is a great place for our sport 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1090 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment   Raising registration for ohv and taking away land doesn't quite seem fair. 

And taking away one of the best sites for ohv riding is going to drive more 
careless ohv riders and drivers through private and close lands 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1091 

 
Last Name Miller 

 
First Name Gwen 

 
Comment As an avid desert visitor, I would respectfully request that the Johnson 

Valley desert area be maintained as an area for ATV & Rock Crawling 
experiences. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1092 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The U.S. government can't even afford work. But you are worrying about 

attaining more land in Johnson Valley to waste more money. Maybe you 
should worry about how to run a more efficient military. No wonder why 
there are so many people in debt in this country, just following how the 
leaders of our country spend. 
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Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1093 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Save johnson valley. Leave as is. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1094 

 
Last Name sandlin 

 
First Name Gary 

 
Comment I use this as a recreational facility, there are fewer places that are available 

for use. P-lease keep this one open 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1095 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I hope you can continue doing your important training on other land, 

because my family and friends enjoy the unique geography of Johnson 
Valley that is not duplicated any where else in public lands. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1096 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Hi,  I would hope that Johnson valley OHV will remain an OHV facility 

because myself and my family have a great time there, and OHV parks 
along the west coast have been slowely taken away for other reasons. It 
would be like taking someones source of enjoyment out of there life.  
Thanks, 
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Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1097 

 
Last Name Richardi 

 
First Name Matthew 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is home to many visitors each and every year for 

recreational purposes.  I love our nation's military, but I think that there are 
too many people that would be upset by the closing of Johnson Valley. The 
neighboring communities are supported by the recreational visitors for 
income.  They rent hotels, go out to eat, and shop in those communities.  If 
Johnson Valley is closed, those visitors would stop coming, and would 
threaten the life of those communities.  I'm sure that Johnson Valley as a 
training ground would not provide the additional income to those 
communities that the visitors provide. Thank You for your consideration,   
Matt Richardi 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1098 

 
Last Name Halstead 

 
First Name Bill 

 
Comment I stongly request that Atlernative #3 be adopted for the Johnson Valley area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1099 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley shouldn't be touched, its important to many recreational 

activities of the tax paying public. Please find other land to use in your 
expansion. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 
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acquisition (as described in Section 2.3 of the EIS).  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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1100 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have lived in the high desert for over 30 years. Johnson Valley is the 

biggest and best place for off road activities in the country. I've enjoyed 
many off road events in JV over the years. These kinds places for outdoor 
activities are slowly but surely being taken away from the American public. 
We've lost millions of acres of land to wilderness areas, national preserves, 
national parks and other military expansions. Take a look at our country, 
especially California, and see all the public lands that have been taken away 
from the public! There is almost nothing left for citizens of this state to 
enjoy! I am a Vietnam veteran and understand the need for our troops to 
have areas for training but I also believe that the people of this country need 
to have places like JV to enjoy without fear of loosing access. I would not 
want to see the expansion into JV. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 1101 

 
Last Name Ammerman 

 
First Name Rick 

 
Comment My family and I have been enjoying the Johnson Valley for over thirty-five 

years. There has never been a season of the year that we have not been able 
to enjoy mother nature, at her best. To take away the use of the valley 
would be a great misuse of public land.I understand the need for training in 
the terain that we will be fighting in, but I havent seen much utilization of 
what you already have. There is a huge training facility at Fort Irwin, near 
Barstow Ca. that can be used for training in desert warfare. Swallow your 
pride and ask the Army to use their training facility. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1102 
 
Last Name Pekkala 

 
First Name Ron 

 
Comment 29 Palms land grab of Johnson Valley is a terrible idea negatively inpacting 

the surrounding economy, taking away one of the last places I can bring my 
family to enjoy offroading and the desert environment within a reasonable 
drive of greater Los Angeles area. Blocking access to this area from the 
public when there are other options makes little sense, reconsider the people 
of this area and country have fewer and fewer choices and wonder why are 
kids become less motivated to do things outside when the outside is only 
blacktop and concrete. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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. 
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Comment ID 1103 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Let me start by saying I AM A PATRIOTIC AMERICAN AND 

APPRECIATE THE MEN AND WOMEN THAT DEFEND OUR GREAT 
NATION!!!. I do agree that they need the best of everything, including 
areas to train; however, I must say that I am against the full or partial 
closure of Johnson Valley OHV area without providing an additional OHV 
area of at least equal to the size of Johnson Valley OHV area.   I grew up 
camping and riding mototcycles with my family in Johnson Valley. I feel it 
creates an activity that ours and many other families can enjoy together and 
brought families closer. I see so many familes enjoying this area together. I 
know for me it provide a place to escape from the stress of daily life and 
work. I go out their with friends and family and we aree all able to leave all 
the strees behind and connect with one another and nature and it does 
recharge the batteries. It's important. I know you area aware that JV OHV is 
the largest OHV in CA. The remaing OHV area are significantly smaller 
and the closure of JV OHV would create an over-crowded situation on the 
remaining OHV and increase the dangers for obvious reasons.   The closure 
of the JV OHV will also have a devistating affect on many businesses and 
organizations thast rely of the folks that use this area. Many families will 
lose their jobs and homes. I am in favor of alternative # 3. I was made 
aware at the public meeting on 4-12-11 in Ontario that the Maries did not 
like this alternative because it was the most difficult area to access due to 
land formations. I wouldn't think the USMC would ever want to take the 
easy road. I can see where this would also give them the opprtunity to train 
their Engineers,etc.. in creating access for the troops. After all, I cant 
imagine our enemies would be will to negotiate at battlefield that provides 
easy access for our troops. In closing, please consider an alternative that 
does not affect JV OHV area or provide the public with an additional area 
of equal size for our families to use.Your decisions will affect thousands of 
families. Thank you for listening. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 

recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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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The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1104 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family enjoys camping and the outdoors.  In the past we were avid off 

road enthusiasts...unfortunately, the economy has slowed that luxury down.  
In any event, i'm in favor of keeping this area open for all.  We need to have 
a place for some local, good, clean fun! Regards, 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1105 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PEople who enjoy 4x4's, dirtbikes, and atv's are always getting land taken 

away. We organize cleanups, are good stewards of land, and WE NEED A 
PLACE TO PLAY! please do not close johnson valley to the public. We are 
losing places in Oregon as we speak, and it makes me sick. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1106 

 
Last Name orszagh 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment Dear Sirs: It saddens me that you people did not learn your lesson 3 years 

ago. What part of "No" do you not understand?  Leave Johnson Valley 
OHV alone, you should be ashamed of yourselves. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment 

and involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 1107 
 
Last Name Mokrzecki 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment I am against turning Johnson Valley into a restricted access training area. 

This land belongs to the public. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1108 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I love the Corps and support our Marines. But I respectfully vote against 

taking Johnson Valley. The damn tree huggers have already stolen public 
lands for Americans to freely utilize. Offroading is a healthy family 
oriented activity that this country needs more of. Americans are being 
squeezed from all sides. Our ancestors had freedoms such as hunting, 
fishing and open trails. Sadly there is a trend of government taking away 
these freedoms. God Bless the U.S. Marines. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 
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each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1109 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment DON't SHUT THE DESSERT DOWN!!!!!!!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1110 
 
Last Name Douglas 

 
First Name Valerie 

 
Comment After review of the EIS for Johnson Valley OHV area I am recommending 

Alternative 3 to be utilized as all other alternatives will promote several 
negative aspects to the area. Johnson Valley OHV area is a unique area for 
the off highway vehicle community as it allows for desert and rock 
environment in a small area. Closing the area to OHV use will not only 
impact literally thousands of people that come to experience the uniqueness 
of Johnson Valley, but it will also have a massive negative impact on the 
local economy as Lucerne Valley relies heavily on visitors to Johnson 
Valley OHV area. OHV enthusiasts travel thousands of miles to experience 
the beauty of the Johnson Valley OHV area desert and the difficulty of the 
Hammers trails for OHV rock crawling. The area is world famous for its 
4x4 trails as well as the desert races and rock crawling events that take 
place within the OHV area. Additionally the OHV community volunteers 
thousands of hours to maintain the areas desert beauty, and it would be 
irresponsible for the BLM to dismiss those hours spent on the ground by 
volunteers both motorized and non-motorized. Closing any portion of the 
Johnson Valley OHV area and allowing the Marine Corp to take over the 
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area will virtually turn the town of Lucerne into a ghost town. This is not 
what needs to happen when our United States economy is still struggling 
and the value of the US dollar continues to fall worldwide. Furthermore, 
what the Marine Corp has planned if they take over any area of Johnson 
Valley OHV Area is to turn it into a bombing range and training grounds 
that will have more of an environmental impact on the area than even the 
largest OHV event in the area. The impacts are widespread from public 
health and effects of ground water and surrounding housing communities. 
Overall, Alternative 3 is the only responsible alternative choice given the 
aforementioned reasons. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1111 

 
Last Name fillhard 
 
First Name dwayne 

 
Comment IVE BEEN OFFROADING FOR MOST OF MY LIFE.  PLEASE TAKE 

IN CONSIDERATION WHAT THE IMPACT WILL BE 
ECONOMICALLY. 
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Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1112 

 
Last Name Lahr 

 
First Name M. 

 
Comment I, as a taxpaying citizen, am requesting that the military NOT take Johnson 

Valley OHV area for training purposes.  My family has been going to 
Johnson Valley OHV area for years and it is one of the last remaining open 
areas with varied terrain.  The OHV community has been repeatedly shat on 
and had recreation areas taken away.  My tax money goes to support both 
the military and OHV recreation areas.  To use my tax money against me to 
close down areas seems un-American.  I know for a fact that there are 
THOUSANDS of acres to the North and East of 29 Palms base.  Please use 
that area for training......as a matter of fact, there are already closed areas 
for OHV's out there.....perhaps that would be the BEST areas to confiscate 
for military training.  It is not right to continue to strip away family friendly 
OHV recreation areas.  We have given MORE THAN OUR FAIR SHARE 
ALREADY!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! Thank you. M. Lahr 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1113 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am not local to this area, but the area as a whole is very high on my list of 

"must do's".  I have all intentions and am beginning to make plans to visit 
the area.  Please keep the area open so I can have the opportunity to 
experience this great place. Please keep this "The Land of The Free", and 
not "The Place That Used to Be." Thanks for your time,  Dave Williams 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20594 

approximately 10 months of the year) are feasible alternatives that would 
allow it to meet at least the minimum identified training requirement. 

 
 
Comment ID 1114 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I understand that although military success directly dictates my freedom to 

enjoy Johnson Valley OHV area, it is a direct abolition of my freedom to 
have such areas confiscated by the government thus prohibiting public land 
use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment 

and involvement in the NEPA process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1115 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I highly value what the military does for our country, and as a law 

enforcement officer I understand the importance of good training. However, 
the Johnson Valley OHV area needs to remain available to the public. Too 
many OHV areas in both California and Arizona are being closed due to 
budget and "environmental" reasons. Please find an alternate area to use. 
Thanks, Eric Roy 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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-
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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. 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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1116 
 
Last Name Smith 
 
First Name Bryn 
 
Comment yet another citizen asking for johnson valley to remain and OHV area! we 

need somewhere to play or well go CRAZY 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1117 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment I am against the closing of ANY public use land in the Johnson Valley OHV 
area. It should stay open to the public as it was intended. The Military 
already has plenty of land with the 29 Palms base, and they should instead 
figure out how to utilize it more efficiently. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1118 

 
Last Name Hampson 

 
First Name Augustus 

 
Comment The Marines have enough places to blow up. Leave this for US, WE own it 

THE CITIZENS OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Not GE and 
other assorted military contractors. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1119 

 
Last Name Evans 
 
First Name Paul 
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Comment Johnson Valley represents a mecca which I have not had the pleasure to 

visit, but would someday soon like to. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1120 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing this letter in hopes that the OHV area in Johnson Valley may 

remain open for the public, for the familes, and for the community of 
offroaders who pour their heart and sole into the sport. The biggest impact 
closing more OHV land will be to the economy, as hundreds of businesses 
rely on this market to support their business.  Taking away OHV land will 
also take away business from these people, if there is no where to ride, there 
is no market for these businesses. Everyone understands the military needs 
space to do training for the war in Afghanistan, but what will you tell all 
these families whose businesses are gone after the war is over?  A war that 
these businesses help pay for with tax money? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 
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opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1121 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please reconsider this land grab for the Military. Johnson Valley OHV is 

one of the last large open OHV areas in southern California. My family and 
I have been using this area for more then 20 years. With the recent 
economic downturn, the PowerSports industry has been hit very hard and is 
finally starting to see some recovery. Closing this area to OHV will 
certainly not help this recovery. I understand the need for our Military to 
train but I don't believe that this is the only area capable for supporting this 
scale training. In my opinion this is only being considered because the 29 
Palms infrastructure already exists. The Military and US Government 
should be good neighbors and not force your will on the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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, 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 
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criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 
2.3 of the EIS). 

 
 
Comment ID 1122 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would like to say that my family and I support our military 200% and 

agree that they need to train in order to protect us and our country but there 
are many people that love to ride. We only have a few places around here 
that we can actually load our family's up and go to for the weekend or just 
for a day of course Johnson valley being one of them and the most popular. 
It is my opinion that there is other land for the military to use.  Please save 
Johnson Valley. GOD BLESS THE TROOPS AND THEIR FAMILIES. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1123 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment Stay out of Johnson valley. This is one of the few remaining parcels of land 
that families can enjoy off-road recreation. In addition, the negative effects 
on the off-road industry will be significant and detrimental to all business 
that already are struggling to survive in this economy. Your taking of this 
public land will negatively effect tens- of-thousands of US citizens. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1124 

 
Last Name Bundy 

 
First Name Ryan 

 
Comment I have been going to Johnson Valley my whole life and enjoying it for 

every type of recreation.  It would be a shame to see it go to the Marines 
when California is so big and has so much desert.  Please keep JV open to 
the public, it will help spread out recreational users from LA, SD, and OC.  
If you close it off we all have to go further from home and will concentrate 
environmental impacts to the remaining open desert. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1125 

 
Last Name Seagondollar 

 
First Name Daniel 

 
Comment Alternative #6 is the worst of all the options, it impacts the local and 

regional communities economics. A vast segment of the population from all 
over California, Arizona and Nevada travel to Johnson Valley for off-road 
activities, camping and community. Further closures of what are now 
designated off- road areas and specifically the proposed closure of Johnson 
Valley will have a significant impact on the remaining OHV areas. The 
intensification of use in other areas will create over-use. Dangerous 
conditions that will result in injury and death through over-crowding. It will 
stress emergency response systems required to serve the higher numbers of 
collisions and accidents. The proposed restriction placed on air-space, 
MOA's and Restricted Air Space will have an adverse and dangerous effect 
on General Aviation in the region by compressing already narrowed flight 
corridors. This will result is more general aviation traffic traveling through 
uncontrolled airspace. Incidents and collisions in the tightened uncontrolled 
general airspace with increase causing threats to life and limb to pilots and 
passengers. It would serve the military better to develop training systems 
which will train the defenders of this country in manner that imposes less 
upon the freedoms of those you are sworn to defend. Please reject ALT#6 it 
is not a viable option to those who already use this PUBLIC land. We have 
paid license, registration and use fees, for over thirty years, to maintain our 
right to use this land. Since the Marines primary duty is to protect the 
citizens of this countries Life, Liberty and pursuit of happiness I consider 
this "land acquisition" proposal in conflict with all three of those 
imperatives. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
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Response 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.  
 
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.  
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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.2-20603 

Comment ID 1126 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is California's largest public recreational area and is used by 

hundreds of thousands of recreationalists each year. Do not close this park. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1127 

 
Last Name MENDEZ 

 
First Name ROBERT 
 
Comment THIS AREA SHOULD BE LEFT OPEN FOR PUBLIC USE ALL YEAR. 

THERE IS MORE AREA THAT THE MARINES COULD USE. THE 
AREA IN JOHNSON VALLEY IS A GREAT OFF ROAD AREA AND 
THERE IS FEW AREAS THAT CAN BE USEED FOR OFF ROAD USE 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1128 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment   This land has been a great place for me to take my family and be able to 

enjoy our local desert without driving too far. The marines should aquire 
land that is farther away from the city to do their training. There is plenty of 
land out there for them to use. leave this land for the tax payers to enjoy!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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.2-20605 

Comment ID 1129 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To Whom It May Concern, I am a 56 year old California native.  One of the 

great benefits of living in California has always been the ability to make use 
of, and enjoy, all the state has to offer. The beautiful ocean and its' beaches, 
the mountains and their beautiful forests, the deserts and their beautiful 
wide open spaces. Johnson Valley is one of those beautiful, wide open 
spaces. The area offers the perfect opportunity for off-road,  recreational 
vehicle use.  It's location makes it ideal and easily accessable to the entire 
Southern California area.  In these days of world turmoil it is easy for 
everyone to understand the need for our military to be as well trained as 
possible, however it seems clear that alternative #3 offers a workable 
solution for all involved.  I don't feel I need to list all the reasons because 
they appear prettty obvious to me. The easiest thing would be to leave them 
as they are today, but if in the interests of national security the additional 
training area is imperative, please choose alternative #3,  Thank you for 
your consideration 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1130 

 
Last Name Joanne 

 
First Name Cole 

 
Comment Please keep public lands open to the public. Thanks. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1131 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley OHV park and rec area is an incredible place for people to 

get away and enjoy themselves without the public getting involved and 
complaining about our hobbies. Taking that away would force us to relocate 
possibly encroaching on other people's territories which would cause 
problems. And the military doesn't need this great piece of land to destroy, 
train soldiers, and test weapons on. California only has so much open space, 
so we should conserve it as long as we can. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 
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, 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1132 

 
Last Name Collins 

 
First Name Tyler 

 
Comment Please do not acquire the public OHV recreational areas of Johnson Valley 

and Lucerne Valley. I enjoy riding my dirt bike there with friends and 
family on the weekends. There are limited areas to ride already and it will 
be a huge disappointment to lose another one. I have a lot of respect for the 
Marines and for anyone who fights for our country, and I understand that 
they need to train to be effective. Even with that said, I respectfully ask that 
the Marines do not take over the afore mentioned recreational areas. There 
must be some other area that can be used.  Thank you very much for your 
consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 
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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1133 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment TAKING MORE OFFROAD REC.AEREA IN J.V.IS NOT A GOOD 

IDEA. Proposal 7 IS THE ONE THAT SHOULD BE PICKED OVER ALL 
THE REST.THE IMPACT OF ALL THE OTHERS PROPOSALS ARE 
NOT GOOD FOR JOHNSON VALLEY.I UNDERSTAND YOU HAVE 
ALTERNATE OTHER THEN J.V. THANK YOU FOR THE 
OPPORTUNITY TO VOICE MY OPINION. MARTY COVE 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1134 

 
Last Name Jones 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment Please look for alternative land instead of taking Johnson Valley away from 

us. Thank You 
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Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1135 

 
Last Name Kemp 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment This is a vote for alternative #3 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1136 

 
Last Name Davidson 

 
First Name Nathaniel 
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Comment I am an active outdoor enthusiast that spends my hard earned money on 
activities that are American and look out for the best interest of my future 
generations.  Family adventures and activities are the things that I only hope 
can be preserved for generations. Militant development is necessary, 
however when it becomes the large industry that it has become, I am 
starting to become disappointed.  Once again I appreciate the purpose, but 
question the growth. How do appropriations for this expansion become 
available to the military and how does this lack of public access get 
addressed? I am not sure that having new areas to test bombs and train 
military tactics is high priority for anyone except for the specific leadership 
at the base trying to expand. Perhaps public opinion polls from third party 
groups could guage that? My submission is that public opinion would not 
favor this expansion unless patriotic misguidance is applied. Please accept 
my comments as a Grass Roots American that wants to participate in all 
that is public about our country. I want my children to maintain a desire to 
recreate and explore. I want my children and thier children to have a life 
long skill set that would further a truly American way. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 
The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1137 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment This is our back yard, we've been developing, building and using this area 

on a daily bases. How often will you be using it? Close it when you need it, 
open it when you don't? How many lives would it affect if you go to the 
east? Thank you for keeping our country free. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 1138 

 
Last Name Rice 

 
First Name Tim 
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Comment As a person struggling to make a living in southern California in the 
motorcycle industry, please consider my petition to keep the Johnson 
Valley OHV area open to Off-Highway Vheicle use as it is now. Riders in 
the greater L.A. area need places to recreate, and this is one of the few legal 
areas left within 2hours drive. This will affect a lot of riders and further 
depress the motorcycl industry that is already being impacted by the slow 
economy and rising price of fuel. We pay high taxes and high DMV fees in 
CA that are supposed to be used for maintaining OHV areas. Please do not 
take this riding area away from those 
who use this area responsibly. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 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.  
 
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. 
The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1139 
 
Last Name Bruiniers 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment Gentlemen, I have visited Johnson Valley OHV area for over 45 years, First 

starting with my parents at the age of 8 and now with my family and 
friends. I do not wish this area to be cast to the "Remember When " section 
of my thoughts. Off road users have been squeezed into small segments by 
environmentalist for the last 30 years, This is the last straw. While your 
documentation is thorough, It is also very government orientated and 
confusing. It is my small understanding of your documentation, that by 
going east, it would have the least impact on the Johnson valley OHV use. 
So to the best understanding of this information - My vote is for Alternate 
3. Leave The OHV area as it is! As a secondary comment - Fort Irwin is 
just up the street and you can shoot all you want- Is that in any plan ?  
Thank you for the chance to comment. Thomas Bruiniers 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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.  

 
 
Comment ID 1140 

 
Last Name Whittington 

 
First Name Michael 
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Comment My family and I enjoy the desert and mountains for their beauty and 
recreational diversity. We are avid off-highway motorsport enthusiasts and 
environmentalists and strongly oppose any effort to restrict access to 
motorized recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1141 

 
Last Name Claud 

 
First Name Nathan 

 
Comment Please consider options that keep the Johnson valley OHV area open for 

public use. This is a jewel to OHV'ers in the US, and would be a huge loss 
if shut down. I have been visisting for 10 years, and have recently attended 
the KOH race. I look forward to recreating there with my family in the 
future. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1142 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please dont take the public land away. We're hard working Americans that 

spend most of our lives working for the freedom to enjoy our deserts and 
recreational areas. We go to these areas not only to escape the rigors of 
everyday life, but to spend time with our family and friends. Johnson 
Valley is in close proximity to the masses who enjoy such terrain and 
activities. Local businesses rely on the racers and enthusiasts for revenue 
relating to fuel, food, and supplies. Others rely on the land to hold 
sanctioned events. At a time when the government is taking from the 
average working person, let this be a time to give back and let us win one. 
When taxes are increased, we go with the flow. When government asks, we 
give. But we have to draw a line at some point. That point is drawn when 
we have to give up the freedom of use we worked so hard to maintain. Let 
us keep our land that so many rely on and appreciate so much. If there is 
more that we need to do to show our gratitude for the use of this land, then 
ask. Ask us to show you this gratitude. Guess what...? You've asked before 
and we've responded. Let us respond to this issue in an appropriate way and 
let your ears listen to our response. And furthermore, let your conscience 
act patriotically to the response from your fellow American citizen. I thank 
the armed forces everyday for the sacrifices given, and I thank you again 
for reading this in full and considering my point of view and response to 
this proposed issue. Take care. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1143 

 
Last Name Martin 

 
First Name Kevin 
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Comment When making decisions regarding this project please keep as few things in 
mind. The Johnson Valley OHV area is the largest in the state and provides 
enjoyment to thousands of patrons year around. Users ranging from hikers, 
to OHV users, to campers, etc spend countless days each year in the area. 
Closure, even partially will substantially limit(nearly close) all usable land. 
Additionally the surrounding communities will suffer economically users 
that spend money on fuel, groceries, etc will no longer travel through the 
area. I hope that you take my comments and those of otherss before making 
any decision. Thanks for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1144 

 
Last Name Lancaster 

 
First Name Anne 

 
Comment I am writing to you to voice my complete and total disapproval of the 

Marine Corps to take over much of the Johnson Valley Off Highway 
Vehicle Area in the Mojave Desert. I am not an off-roader, but a plant 
enthusiast. I greatly enjoy going to Johnson Valley to enjoy the spring 
wildflowers, (some of them endangered) as well as the numerous species of 
animals that inhabit this area- and have for millions of years.  This area is 
OUR TREASURE-and belongs to the people of California! The Fort Irwin 
land grab was tragic! We cannot sustain another loss of more of OUR land. 
This land belongs in OUR hands! Many Victor Valley and Lucerne Valley 
businesses will suffer-if not downright close if this becomes a reality. Part 
of FREEDOM is having the opportunity to enjoy our public lands, without 
having to fight for what has already been classified as OUR land, not yours. 
Please leave it alone and find someplace else to expand. 
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Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1145 

 
Last Name Ruth 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment The following are comments for Alternative #3: [reasons to expand to the 

East by 200,000 acres] - No impact to OHV opportunities in Johnson 
Valley  - More compatible areas with the proposed action - Less impact to 
local business owners - Less impact to recreational opportunities - Less 
populated - The area has already been used by the military in the past - 
Economy will be less affected  Reasons against expansion to the West - 
Reduction in area for off-road and outdoor recreational opportunities - 
Reduction in area for the film industry - Negative impact on the economy - 
May impact public health and safety of surrounding communities - May 
affect Southern California Edison (SCE) electric transmission facilities  
and/or distribution facilities - May promote illegal riding - Potential impact 
on groundwater supplies and quality  - Potential impact on biological 
resources (e.g., desert tortoise and prairie  falcon) 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1146 
 
Last Name Watson 

 
First Name Adrian 

 
Comment I am not in favor of the addition of either air or land expansion for military 

exercises.  there are already enough places available to preform these 
exercises without disrupting the people and wild life in this area.  In 
addition,  we don't need to be spending the extra monies to establish this 
area as an exercise area at this time in our economy. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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).  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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1147 

 
Last Name Klein 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment As a fan, spectator, racer, rock crawler, event promoter, and general off 

road enthusiast I really hope that now action is taken in regards to closing 
the Johnson Valley OHV area in whole or part. The government through 
various agencies have been reducing the size of open recreational areas for 
years, and now they want JV. Stop already, enough is enough. If we lose 
JV, not only will the communities near JV be effected financially, but 
hundreds of small business's that depend on racing and off road activities 
that the area affords will be adversely effected. Please look for another 
alternative and leave JV to the thousands who enjoy the area every day. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
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Response 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.  
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1148 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am a US Army Infantry Veteran and would like Johnson Valley to remain 

open to the public year round. I am also a supporter of the off-road and US 
Military communities and would like to see an amicable resolution to this 
situation where both sides are satisfied. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
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Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 1149 
 
Last Name Farrell 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment I just simply want to state that the land that is being looked at by the 

Marines is one of the last large OHV areas in the state. Look at your own 
map and compare it's size to all the others combined. OHV users are beng 
squeezed out of all areas of Ca.  Myself, my family and many friends rely 
on these areas for our recreational needs. We have holiday traditions and 
yearly friendly get-togethers in Johnson Valley. We simply ask that you 
allow us to have what little space we are still allowed to use. My kids will 
thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20621 

Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1150 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Alternative #3: This option leaves Johnson Valley OHV area untouched. 

Rather, it states the Marine Corp would have to move the proposition to the 
East of their current boundaries. This would mean that the Government 
would need to de-designate wilderness area. Note this particular 'wilderness 
area' was used by General Patton to train military before it was designated 
as wilderness. The other Alternative de-designates OHV areas that are being 
used by Americans for recreation, living, income and more. this  is the best 
one  thank sam 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1151 

 
Last Name HOBBS 

 
First Name MIKE 
 
Comment I say "no action" on the part of the Marines. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1152 
 
Last Name Carlisle 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment With the war in Iraq winding down and the war in Afghanistan scheduled 

for troop withdrawal there is no need to do this. Many of us could no longer 
enjoy the desert. Flying to various places on the Colorado River and points 
east would become more difficult 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1153 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I realize the Marines need a training ground to prepare our troops and hope 

a compromise can be found so the recreational community can share the 
land. There is a decreasing amount of opportunities for us to take our 
families out and enjoy nature the way it was created. I hope this doesn't fall 
on blind eyes and is read to deaf ears. Thank you for taking the time to read 
this. 
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Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1154 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I vote for Alternative #3 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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 
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decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1155 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am voting for the United States Marines to move their excersises to the 
 east. Johnson Valley has been an off-road paradise for many years. There 
 are generations of families their. Taking it away from the community would 
 have a "HUGE" impact on the off-road community. This could lead to 
 businesses shutting down because of the revenue these enthusiest bring 
 during the weekends or special holidays. It would cause people to off-road 
 illegally. It may cause people to go elsewhere, which would cost them 
 money. Please take consideration in our requests. Thank you and god bless. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 

recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1156 

 
Last Name Helliwell 

 
First Name William 

 
Comment Hang glider and paraglider pilots frequently fly around the existing 

controlled airspace at 29 Palms. Just last summer I flew from San Diego 
and landed at Pioneer Town, at the southern edge of the proposed Johnson 
Valley MOA/ATCAA. With just one more thermal I would have continued 
north for a few miles then northeasterly towards Lucerne. Many pilots have 
followed that path in the past and that path goes through the proposed 
airspace. If the lower boundary of the airspace was set at a few thousand 
feet agl that would allow these flights in the future. There is flying site a 
few miles northeast of Joshua Tree. This site is not in the current airspace, 
but is in the Proposed Sundance MOA/ATCAA. Typically hang glider 
pilots just fly the site, meaning they just go a few miles back and forth 
along a ridge and land below where they take off. So horizontal space is not 
an issue. However pilots do get as much as 3000 feet agl. If the lower limit 
of the airspace was set at 4000 feet agl then there would not be any 
problems. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 1157 
 
Last Name Ryan 

 
First Name Christina 

 
Comment If we the riders have NO place set aside to ride.... Where will we ride? Ive 

lived in 29 Palms my 31 years of life.... Enough is enough, they have 
already taken the few places we do have to ride away.... Im worried if they 
take JV away there will be more kids riding in city limits and causing more 
problems for all the locals... Give us a place to go camping with our kids 
and let them ride.... 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1158 

 
Last Name James 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment If at all possible please find alternative land to train on instead of taking the 

Johnson Valley OHV land. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 
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Response 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.  
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1159 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have grown up in the desert, attending races and for the last few years 

racing myself. Johnson Valley is about 5 hours from my home and I make 
the trip fairly regularly, because the majority of our land isn't open for OHV 
use. The closing of Johnson Valley would not only affect us as an offroad 
community, but also the surrounding towns and business. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1160 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment I am a fan of offroad vehicles, and using them for recreational purposes. I 

also fully support our troops, for without them we would not have these 
freedoms and liberties. I have plenty of friends who feel the same way. But 
the land that we are able to use to legally go wheelin' in with famlies and 
friends is slowly diminishing. We should try and hold on to what little we 
have left, because there is truely not much. I hope to work my way up to the 
park to enjoy it in the future. I wish the proposal would be reconsidered to a 
nearby location but not the park itself. Thank you for your time, Sean 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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). 
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Comment ID 1161 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment While I deeply appreciate the mission of the USMC and know as well as 

anyone the importance that training provides to its members, I believe that 
keeping Johnson Valley OHV Area open for public recreation is also vital. 
This area is used weekly by hundreds of OHV enthusiasts, including 
Marines, soldiers, sailors, airmen, law enforcement personnel, fire fighters, 
etc. Thousands of acres of previously open OHV lands have already been 
shut to the public. Shutting Johnson Valley would have significant negative 
impact on both the local economies (Lucerne Valley, Victorville, Hesperia 
and other high-desert communities) and of the OHV-dependent businesses 
in all of Southern California, Nevada and Arizona. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1162 

 
Last Name Kiernan 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Save Johnson valley. There is no reason they can not expand in the other 

direction. I personally have been down range in 29 palms many times. Fort 
Irwin as well. Our government has spent billions of dallars on Iraq and 
Afghan towns in Fort Irwin so why don't they just train there. There is 
nothing to the east of 29palms no the expansion in that direction makes 
more sense. 
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Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1163 

 
Last Name Steinberger 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment Rather than fighting hundreds of thousands of recreationalists who use the 

Johnson Valley, why not fight Senator Feinstein to de list the Sheep Hole 
Wilderness area of 174,800 acres? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 1164 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a recreational jeeper and 4-wheel drive enthusiast, my concern for the 

Johnson valley ohv park closing down is taken seriously. In the past few 
years the offroad community has seen many ohv parks close down due to 
many reasons. In order to keep people on land meant to be wheeled and not 
trespassing, these parks need to stay open. I hope whatever land is chosen, 
it is not johnson valley so the 4x4 community can continue to enjoy a truely 
awesome park. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/15/2011 

 
Response 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.  
 
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. 
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. 
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Comment ID 1165 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Our hang gliding cross country club flies from the north side of Big Bear 

heading Northeast regularly during the summer months. Our NE route skirts 
the NW corner of R-2501N with the goal of flying into Nevada. We use the 
airspace over proposed R-XXXX very often. Alternative 3 uses airspace 
very few use. Taking land and airspace the citizens rightly use while other 
less intrusive options exist amounts to nothing less then theft. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1166 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley OHV area open for recreational use. After all, it 

DOES belong to the taxpayers who use it, and pay your salary! 
 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, evenunder 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1167 

 
Last Name Yakel 

 
First Name Joseph 

 
Comment I your quest to expend for training purposes I would ask you to take into 

consiteration the impact offroad recreation and motor sports in the Johnson 
Valley area. This was directy effect not only the users off the valley and 
trails but a large amount of meduim and small businesses as well. This area 
is one of very few that has such large change in terrain, making it one of a 
kind for the Ultra 4 racing. This is the largest growing racing series in 
motor sports. I have friends that go out yearly and sometimes quarterly to 
the area. In 2012, I will be out as part of a pit crew member for one of the 
teams. Please take the people who use the area into account when making 
your decision. Thank you for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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. 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 
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Valley area as possible for recreational use. Please refer to Sections 2.5 and 
4.2 of the EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 1168 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment 29 Palms base is currently home to the largest military training area in the 

nation (and the largest US base in the world), and consequently, the largest 
training program. The program known as Mojave Viper has become the 
model of pre- Operation Iraqi Freedom deployment training. The majority 
of units in the Marine Corps undergo a month at Mojave Viper before 
deploying to Iraq or a mixed training venue using the Mountain Warfare 
Training Center for Afghanistan. Live fire exercises, artillery, tank, and 
close air support training are used for training, in addition to the sprawling 
"Combat Town," a 2-acre (8,100 m2) fabricated Middle Eastern village, 
complete with a mosque, native role- players, an "IED Alley," and other 
immersive touches. Since the USMC already has 46,000 acres at The 
Mountain Warfare Training Center (MWTC) installation located in Pickel 
Meadows in California already providing the training needs. 100's of 
thousands acres of California land are already used as military bases & 
about 50% of California land is owned by government agencies. More 
California land should be returned to the public & not taken away. As a 
former US Army soldier myself who when threw pre deployment training at 
Fort Polk, LA. I believe that this Land Acquisition put forth isn't needed.  
As most of the operation overseas have been done by Platoon size to 
company size elements. In Afghanistan the need for tanks or TOW ITAS 
missile's hasn't even been allowed to be used or needed! Because there is 
mostly just AK-47's, PKM's, mortars & landmines. I see this Land 
Acquisition as a publicity stunt, as a former soldier I served to defend the 
right to have the freedom to Off-road among everything else. Now Off-
roading provides me a way to cope from what I had experienced while 
serving stateside & overseas. While a lot of the Off-road community here in 
So Cal are former military, in the military or have son & daughters that are 
serving now. For the freedom we have to be able to enjoy this land we have 
sacrificed for. Johnson Valley (AKA The Hammers), Most visitors tour the 
area in four-wheel drive vehicles. The area near Anderson and Soggy Dry 
Lakes is used extensively for competitive racing events and OHV free play. 
There are numerous opportunities for hiking, rock hounding, and wildlife 
watching. The eastern boundary is shared with the Twenty-nine Palms 
Marine Air-Ground Combat Center. Johnson Valley offers a riding 
opportunity for every skill level. The South east portion of the riding area 
offers a large mass of hills known to rock crawlers world wide as the 
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“Hammers.”  This area is for experts and has gained the attention of off- 
roaders in recent years through an event called “King of the Hammers”. 
People come from all over the world to enjoy the Hammers, please don't 
allow politics to destroy are public land and freedom. "SAVE THE 
HAMMERS" 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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 importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1169 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am opposed to the expansion of he Marine Corps training base into 

Johnson Valley. My family (Navy/Marine Corps Veterans by the way) has 
been recreating in Johnson Valley for decades. I grew up riding 
motorcycles and exploring in 4WD's there and I have been raising my own 
kids doing the same. As Off Highway enthusiasts, we have already lost so 
much land in which to enjoy our pastime that we will never get back. Our 
way of life, passed down from one generation to another is in danger of 
becoming extinct. I am a huge supporter of the U.S. Marine Corps however 
I do believe an alternate expansion plan is in order here. JV is too precious 
a resourse to those who recreate there. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1170 

 
Last Name Hall 

 
First Name Eric 

 
Comment Please do not shut out private citizens from year round access to the 

Johnson Valley off road park. 
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Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1171 

 
Last Name Henr 

 
First Name Todd 

 
Comment Please do the right thing.  It will mean revamping original plans but I think 

you'll find if you weigh all of your options you'll find this one to be the 
most viable and least intrusive. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
Comment ID 1172 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The KOH race in Johnson Valley is the biggest of it's kind in the world and 

this area is home to some of the most challenging trails and amazing vistas 
to be seen.  Destroying this landscape for military purposes would be 
devastating. We (OHV users)need this area to help keep our sport alive and 
the sport's contributions to the economy. Please keep public lands open to 
the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
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to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1173 

 
Last Name Vandervoort 

 
First Name Edward 

 
Comment I have been Jeeping "off roading" for 40+years and have seen many many 

great off road parks shut or sized down. "we" need to have these places for 
people who love the "sport" of enjoying the out doors. Being able to take 
our vehicles, families and have full access to what is already established 
OHV park (Johnson Valley) and please leave it alone. We do this because 
we love this sport and to take our families on vacation, camping, exploring, 
general love of freedom of the outdoors. Every-time a group will step in 
and attempt to block or limit our "Pubic Lands For Public Use!" I am a 
taxpaying US citizen and I feel we have a right and say in what is 
happening here! If it's not the  "Sierra Club" now it's the Military! We give 
to you (US Forces)our children to defend this great country. Now, can "Our 
great country give this small amount back?" Another thing my friend works 
for a contractor that goes in and clean up ammo from various military forts 
and it takes years and billions of taxpayer dollars to clean up after US 
forces tanning grounds. The military loosely leaves spent ammo that is 
much more hazardous and environmental is huge and takes years centuries 
to clean up. The impact of "OHV Park" is nothing compared to what the 
military does to the environment. The government has land elsewhere that 
will do the same if not a much better job at what (military) is using it for. 
Remember it was the Jeep WWII that was credited for helping win the 
WWII. In addition the equipment we run may be your next great fighting 
vehicle and we are putting these vehicles through the tests for you (at no 
cost) to the military. I ask you, is there anyone on this committee that loves 
this sport? If not, come out with us, have some fun and then you'll see why 
we fight for the use of land that is taken all the time from us by various 
groups. You (Military) have unlimited options for land use. We the Off 
Road individuals have vary little and then the Military wants to take even 
more. Please do more research, you have unlimited resources beyond 
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anyones belief and the(off road community)have very little and we want to 
keep what we have. This is like taking a playground from a little kid, or 
eliminating a sand box for a public park! Please all we ask is for from you 
"The Great Marines" is the best option in our favor. Just let us have it our 
way this time, you know the power you posses...all we are asking for is a 
break here one time. 
Thank you for your time! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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 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 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 
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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 wouldbe 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1174 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley has been a favorite riding and hiking spot for my family for 

many years. Please don't take that away! There is plenty of land that could 
be useful for this purpose north of Barstow. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1175 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Regarding the expansion of the 29 Palms base, I am against any decision 

that would take any land from the current Johnson Valley OHV area. In 
speaking with a few of you this Wednesday night, you say there are more 
challenges in moving to the East, but in doing so, you will not be taking the 
recreational activities from hundreds of thousands of people. Should an 
expansion to the West be deemed necessary, we (OHV enthusiasts) would 
request that the military put in findings that an acre for acre mitigation plan 
is the only appropriate alternative for the OHV commiunity.  Lastly, in 
many of the maps currently being circulated, there is no representation of 
the courses motorcycles use for racing. We would like to have these added 
to the maps because it will graphicly show just how much of the region we 
use on a week to week basis for our races. The attached courses are just 
examples. Each and every course if different, we do not use established 
trails on a week to week basis like the Hammers or the truck courses. Each 
individual club puts on an event of their own. THese .pdf may not be good 
enough for you to upload and use, should you want to origianl GPS tracks, 
please let me know. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. 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.  

 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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: 1175 (Page 1 of 1) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 1175 (Page 1 of 1): 
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Comment ID 1176 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is a very special place. I know people who have traveled 

not only form all over the United States, but from countries far abroad as 
well. It is imperative that in this economy we keep areas open that draw 
people into California and the USA. The OHV industry represents a large 
sector of the economy, not only for the vehicles themselves, but the 
ancillary items as well: fuel, food, camping supplies etc. With responsible 
use of state and federally provided open space dedicated specifically for off 
highway vehicle usage, we can ensure that this sport will continue to grow 
and provide a healthy future both for the environment and the people who 
enjoy it to the fullest. Thank you for your consideration and please, keep 
Johnson Valley open! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1177 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Many years ago, public lands in California for off road use were plentiful, 

but through the years we have been steadily compressed into smaller and 
fewer areas. Johnson Valley is one of our last remaining areas and one of 
only three designated competition areas. This land has been used by off 
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roaders for three generations now and is a vacation and recreation spot for 
millions of Americans throughout the year. Go take land that is already not 
being used for anything else. Why deprive those of us who utilize this land 
every day of the year? 99% of all off roaders fully support our military and 
a large majority of us have been or are currently serving in the military and 
find this action treasonous and politically motivated. The 
enviroMENTAList are using the Marines like a puppet to further their 
agenda of making ALL motorized off road activities extinct. They hate you 
as much as they hate us, but cannot stop you, we are the easier target. So I 
urge you to NOT take away what little land we have left and take land that 
isn't being used for anything but 'show' please. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1178 

 
Last Name schrecengost 

 
First Name anthony 

 
Comment I my self understand how important the u.s. military is and why they need 

more land but I think the best thing for all of us would be to expand 
eastward and not take our ohv areas away. As of now there are not many 
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ohv areas and I know the state doesn't want any illegal wheeling or riding 
but that gets harder and harder everytime our ohv areas are impacted. Also 
with all the people that head up to means lakebed for the big events and 
even just to wheel for the day help the economy from hwy 15 all the way to 
boone road by purchasing food, drinks, fuel, propane, etc. But if its taken 
away I think that would have a significant impact on the economy in those 
communities. Also, the whole wheeling communitie would be impacted 
because if there's no place 2 wheel then there's no reason to buy parts which 
will affect the economy all over the states. Lastly I've grown up riding and 
wheeling since I could remember and I've seen plenty ohv areas taken away 
and impacted from environment and military but as they keep disapearing I 
fear that one day I won't be able to share the experience of wheeling/riding 
with my children and grandchildren so I'm not saying don't expand the 
military testing area I'm just saying the best compromise would be to 
expand the base eastward so you still get your land and we get to keep our 
ohv area open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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 
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proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1179 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The public that likes to use public land as a recreation area should be 

considered when acquisition forces are at work. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1180 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment It's getting so that those of us that have RV's are running out of space to 

commune with nature. If they've had this area all these yrs and haven't hurt 
anything, then why not? If area businesses are enjoying the business, then 
why not? There are other areas to practice, what's in it for them? Share 
mother nature! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 
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Response 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.  
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1181 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment I do support our Military and OUR Troops, but as American citizen I'm 

finding more & more of my rights being taken away from myself and other 
Americans, this is public land for all to use, I do not support this expansion 
at this time, Please re-consider any decision that would take this ohv area 
away from it's citizens. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1182 

 
Last Name burns 

 
First Name john 

 
Comment I am aganist this land take over,there are other areas that are not ohv 

areas.This land is used by thousands of families,for recreational use,and 
would not help the economy if the marines close this land to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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.    
 
The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1183 
 
Last Name barbarino 

 
First Name vincent 
 
Comment While at the meeting in Victorville i talked wit some people from the 

Marine base and they told me that one of the problems with alternative 3 
was that Amboy road would have to be closed. Why not use that road as 
part of the training and build some bridges across it that will support the 
military vehicles? Disruption to traffic on Amboy would be minimized. 
That would be like killing 2 birds with one stone.  The private property that 
is in the area could be purchased at market value and adversely affect way 
less people than moving into Johnson Valley. They also told me that there 
were gas pipelines and railroad tracks that would cause problems with 
training. Wouldn't these types of things be realistic problems that you 
would have to deal with in a real military action somewhere? It seems that 
these obstacles SHOULD be incorporated into a military exercise. You 
could also make Alt. 3 larger by de-listing part of the Sheephole Wilderness 
area as mentioned in the letter from San Bernardino County First District 
Supervisor, Brad Mitzelfelt. Using alternative 3 will negatively affect less 
Americans than alternative 6. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1184 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I want to vote for Alternative #3 leaving the johnson valley ohv area pen to 

the public. Alternative #3: This option leaves Johnson Valley OHV area 
untouched. Rather, it states the Marine Corp would have to move the 
proposition to the East of their current boundaries. This would mean that 
the Government would need to de-designate wilderness area. Note this 
particular 'wilderness area' was used by General Patton to train military 
before it was designated as wilderness. The other Alternative de-designates 
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OHV areas that are being used by Americans for recreation, living, income 
and more.  The following are "comments" for Alternative #3: (reasons to 
expand to the East by 200,000 acres) - No impact to OHV opportunities in 
Johnson Valley - More compatible areas with the proposed action  - Less 
impact to local business owners - Less impact to recreational opportunities - 
Less populated - The area has already been used by the military in the past - 
Economy will be less affected Reasonsagainst expansion to the West - 
Reduction in area for off-road and outdoor recreational opportunities - 
Reduction in area for the film industry - Negative impact on the economy - 
May impact public health and safety of surrounding communities - May 
affect Southern California Edison (SCE) electric transmission facilities 
and/or distribution facilities - May promote illegal riding - Potential impact 
on groundwater supplies and quality - Potential impact on biological 
resources (e.g., desert tortoise and prairie falcon)  Keep in mind that the 
King of the Hammers event draws over 30,000 for their one week event and 
the total comments received during the first comment period was less than 
20,000  IT'S TIME TO BE HEARD IF YOU WANT TO DRIVE & CAMP 
IN JOHNSON VALLEY WITH YOUR KIDS /GRANDKIDS. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1185 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would like to see option 3 of the proposed land acquisition and airspace 

establishment be passed.  As I love my country and do agree that our 
marines do need land to train, I also believe we should leave land alone for 
the citizens who live free in this great country.  I myself race, camp, and 
truly enjoy time with my family and friends spent in Johnson valley.  We 
are working people who pay taxes, obey laws and respect the land and 
nature. Our government spends our money on so many things in other 
countries. When are the voices of the people of this very land going to be 
heard?  We use this area respectfully as a place to see our children smile 
and laugh as they spend time outdoors.  Imagine that, children outdoors 
now days!  We spend money on food, gas, and many other things before we 
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head to this desert area, therefore moving money into the economy.  I hope 
another way can be found to preserve what little land we have left to enjoy.  
Thousands and thousands of people use the proposed land every year.  Not 
just the racing community, but huge groups of campers, dirt bike riders and 
desert enthusiasts alike.  Again, I want to stress that I support our U.S. 
military and respect their sacrifice, but do also believe that taxpaying, law 
abiding American citizens should have a voice in the taking of our land that 
we enjoy to relax in after working hard and paying bills. There must be an 
amicable solution here to employ. Thank you for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.   

 
The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1186 

 
Last Name barbarino 

 
First Name vincent 
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Comment It has come to my attention that the Sheephole/ Cadiz (WSA 
305)wilderness area was never recommended for wilderness in the first 
place because that area had been impacted by military training during 
WWII. It was mistakenly included in the wilderness plan.? We need to get 
that area de-listed and use it for training on the east side of the base. Also 
doesn't the military have the ability to request a "right of way" in the 
"Cleghorn Lakes Wilderness" area? Can you also request that right of way 
and use it for training also? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1187 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am retired Navy so I understand the need for space for training. We the 

people are paying the bills for the military as well as the rest of the country. 
We off roaders have a limited amount of area we are allowed to use in the 
first place. The military can take land where ever they want, let us "We The 
People" keep this OHV recreational area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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. As 
discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered other 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1188 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley has been a off road Mecca for many years.  It is the perfect 

getaway for families, friends, off-roaders.  Most of us in the world of off- 
roading have been and always will be conscientous to maintaining the trails 
and areas that we use.  Johnson Valley has been one of the best areas we 
have to enjoy our recreation events. The military does not need to turn this 
area into another military exercise area.  We want to keep this area open to 
the public for the enjoyment of everyone. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 
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Comment ID 1189 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have grown up in the high desert and my family and I use the OHV areas 

for recreation and racing. Over my 32 years of life I have watched the 
government take more and more desert land away. If you take the Johnson 
Valley OHV area, we will almost be squeezed out of the desert. The other 
OHV areas will become more crowded and create dangerous situations 
from overcrowding. I also believe that more and more people will begin to 
recreate on protected lands creating problems for protected animals. If you 
take Johnson Valley you must open up another area. I believe taking 
Johnson Valley is the worst thing you could do. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1190 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment The financial burden on the off-road community will be felt in the 
surrounding communities. Johnson Valley is my family and friends favorite 
place to recreate. If this is taken away there will be many physical and 
emotional damages. This sort of action would put serious doubts about our 
government in the minds of many people. I strongly urge that this action not 
take place. Save the money and pay down the debt. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1191 

 
Last Name Solms 

 
First Name Carl 

 
Comment The military should not require the entire population of Lucern Valley to be 

subjected to this takeover of public and private lands. There are other places 
where this type of activity can be conducted without causing any adverse 
conditions. Leave Lucerne Valley alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the 

Marine Corps considered other alternatives for the proposed action, 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1192 

 
Last Name Solms 

 
First Name Marjorie 

 
Comment What idiot thought that Lucern Valley would be a good place to train using 

live ammunition.  This type of military installation belongs in an area with 
very scarce population and certainly not in an area so close to a major 
residential and business area. Has the noise factor been taken into 
consideration of planes and live fire. Tell the military to look elsewhere, 
they are not wanted in Lucern Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1193 

 
Last Name Solms 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment I'm opposed to the taking of the public land in the Johnson Valley.  This 

area is a major recreational area that also contributes to the income of cities 
and business's in all the surrounding areas.  If this land if taken so the public 
can not freely travel and enjoy the recreation activities they have in the past 
this will force everyone to the Barstow desert area. This will create a unsafe 
situation due to overcrowding. The public has no other options but the 
Marines do so please leave Johnson Valley untouched or no worse than 
option #3.  Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response 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.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20658 

 
The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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, 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1194 

 
Last Name Gamble 

 
First Name Kevin 

 
Comment To Whom It May Concern: I would like to comment on the draft 

Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the propose acquisition of 
portions of Johnson Valley by 29 Palms Marine Corps Base. Bottom line up 
front: I prefer Alternative 3 as a primary choice, or No Action as a 
secondary choice. My reasons for this follow three main points; (1) 
Recreation Areas for Military Personnel, (2) Availability of Joint Military 
Training Areas, and (3) Difficulty of Range Clearance for some proposed 
Alternatives. In addition to frequently using the Johnson Valley OHV area 
for recreation, I am also a Navy Explosive Ordnance Disposal (EOD) 
Officer stationed in California. 1. Recreation Areas for Military Personnel.   
As stated, I am an active duty military officer stationed in California. My 
NUMBER ONE reason for seeking a duty station in the state of California 
is the availability of unique recreation areas. I am a veteran of multiple 
combat tours. The need for areas that are available for OHV recreation is 
very important to me. I am willing to perform any duty asked of me by my 
service, but I also expect the opportunity to relax and recreate when I have 
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the luxury to be near home. I use Johnson Valley OHV area as a place to 
bond with my family and with fellow active and veteran military members. 
Removing these areas of Johnson Valley from public use would be not only 
remove a treasured recreation area for the general public, it will remove a 
recreation area from many military members as well. 2. Availability of Joint 
Military Training Areas  I do not believe the DEIS has adequately 
explained why existing training areas at other bases are not adequate or 
available. For example, there are training areas at Ft. Irwin, NAWS China 
Lake, and many in Nevada that could be used by the Marine Corps. 3. 
Difficulty of Range Clearance  As an Explosive Ordnance Disposal Officer, 
I know that the ability to clear an area for public use where live ordnance is 
used will be impossible for the alternatives that propose dual use. For 
example, Alternative 6 proposes that areas will be available for public use 
10 months out of the year, and that the areas will be used for training the 
remaining 2 months. If realistic training is conducted with live ordnance 
being used, the USMC will not be able to clear this land as safe for public 
use. Such a clearance will be prohibited by the time, cost, and liability of 
declaring the area clear. It simply cannot be done to the level required to 
make safe for the public without extreme cost of contracting to a private 
ordnance company, or by tasking military EOD personnel who are already 
tasked too thin by current wartime obligations. Respectfully submitted, 
Kevin Gamble San Diego, CA 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1195 

 
Last Name Smart 

 
First Name Linda 

 
Comment Have been riding in the desert for 45 years.  Am life member of AMA 

(American Motorcycle Association)and Prospectors MC Club. I have raced, 
trail rode and vacationed in the desert with club, friends and family. I have 
paid off- road license fees for the last 25 years and in return, open riding 
areas have been closed forever forcing the racing and riding population into 
small, worn-out, dangerous areas. Please vote to keep the few remaining 
areas open to off-road use. The closure of any off-road areas now will 
impact the frail economic and financial gain that is currently happening due 
to the use of off-road vehicles and their needs. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/16/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
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acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1196 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I use the lucerne desert as an area to ride and race.I pay green sticker fees to 

be able to and also land use fees when I race (which is quite often)I would 
really hate to see this area or any other desert that may be open for me to 
ride/race on taken away or closed at any time during the year. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 
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Comment ID 1197 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep me informed on any new information, my homestead buts up to 

the south portion of the expansion in 29 Palms.  Thank You 
 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Your name and contact information has been 

added to the project mailing list. 
 
 
Comment ID 1198 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment There are alternative areas for he Marines to train. The Marine Corps 

should use this area to set a positve influence opon the public. Keep in mind 
that the King of the Hammers event draws over 30,000 for their one week 
event and the total comments received during the first comment period was 
less than 20,000. I don't want to loose this area for the enjoyment of 
generations to come. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1199 
 
Last Name Ockert 

 
First Name Todd 

 
Comment I fully understand the Marines intentions for wanting to expand their 

training area. As a retired military member, I fully support our military and 
any training that they require. I do not support the acquisition of the 
Johnson Valley area though, as I firmly believe that the military has 
sufficient military training areas in the Southern California area, to include, 
29 Palms, Fort Irwin to the North of 29 Palms. Fort Irwin just completed an 
expansion of land that they took from the public lands of the Mojave desert. 
I understand that the lands to the East of 29 Palms is also suitable for the 
increased training area, and as this land is already wilderness area, it has no 
problem with people using it currently. Johnson Valley and the trails of this 
area are a national treasure that we in the recreation world treasure very 
much. The lands around the Johnson Valley area are currently multiuse and 
we would very much like for them to continue to remain as such. If the 
Marines need help in acquiring the lands to the east of the current training 
area, I know you would have the full support of those in the off-highway 
recreation world. Thanks Todd Ockert 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response 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).  

 
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 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 1200 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment this is horrible, the organization sworn to uphold our freedom and 

independence taking it away. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps appreciates your 

comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1201 

 
Last Name Thomas 
 
First Name Edwin 

 
Comment Please read attached PDF 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment 

and involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID: 1201 (Page 1 of 1) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 1201 (Page 1 of 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.   Under each of the action 
alternatives, many of 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. 
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Comment ID 1202 
 
Last Name Gill 

 
First Name Dustin 

 
Comment In this new land aquisition you will be taking away PUBLIC lands for 

military training. OHV areas in southern california are already shrinking 
enough as it is, I believe that this new aquisition will be the end of southern 
california ohv use. The real problem is this will create much more illegal 
off roading, which in turn causes more and more uproar. These areas are 
used by the public for R&D on off road capable vehicles that the military 
uses. without the public use of these areas, the military's progression in off 
road vehicles will slow rapidly. Please expand to the east of the base in land 
that has no ohv use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1203 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment I am an avid 4-wheel enthusiast, and even though i live far from Johnson 
Valley, I beg the powers that be, not take this very valuable and highly 
coveted reasource from the public! The use of public land, for the public, 
and especially for recreation purposes, is constantly under fire these days. I 
beleive public lands should STAY PUBLIC! Johnson Valley is an iconic 4-
wheeling mecha which I have never been able to enjoy, but really hope I 
can someday! Please do not take this dream from me, and many 
others!Surely, there must be other options, with less value to the public, that 
could be and should be considered for training grounds! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response 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.  
 
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.  
 
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 appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 1204 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not shut down Johnson Valley. I have never been there, but I've 

heard about it, and would like to visit one day. The off-road parks in 
America are slowly being shut down, leaving off-road enthusiasts without a 
place to go. Don't let this happen to Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1205 

 
Last Name Tetzlaff 

 
First Name Jared 

 
Comment I am the President of a non-profit organization dedicated to assisting those 

in the off-road racing community. I am also a racer/crew member and 
volunteer. Please consider option 3, 4, or 5 in that order as you look at the 
expansion of the training are for your base. The off-road racing industry is a 
multi-million dollar industry which provides a huge economic impact to not 
only California, but the surrounding states in the Southwest United States as 
well. Races draw participants and spectators from all over the world, 
providing much needed tourism dollars to the areas where races are held. 
Restricting one of the few remaining competition areas in California will 
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hurt this industry and the positive impact it has on the economy. I'm a huge 
supporter of our military and their ability to train and fight to protect our 
freedoms and have several family members who are or have served. I ask as 
a tax-payer, that the expansion considers the abilities of our US citizens to 
continue using the limited public land available for racing. Respectfully, 
Jared Tetzlaff President www.fast- aid.org 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.   
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 1206 

 
Last Name Winters 

 
First Name Corey 

 
Comment Hello, I am a Lance Corporal in the United States Marine Corp, I am 

writing today regarding the land annex issue for the land surrounding 29 
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palms and the newly purposed training area. There is a small section of the 
land, known as "The Hammers". This is a very unique area that has an ever 
growing world wide reputation for being some of the most difficult terrain 
to travel in very special purpose built 4 wheel drive vehicles. As an avoid 
off road enthusiast who did not get bless with a West coast duty station, I 
long for the days that would allow me to visit the area's surrounding twenty-
nine palms for recreational purposes, and not as an infantry Marine going 
through CAX training. I ask that you please consider one of the other 
options to leave the land accessible to the tourists and offroad crowds, and 
thank you for taking the time to read this. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, evenunder 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1207 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment As a resident of Pennsylvania it may seem odd that I should be concerned 
with matters in Johnson Valley. However,as an offroad enthusiast I can not 
think of one single act that could possibly do more harm to our sport, then 
the loss of Johnson valley. I am very grateful for all that the armed forces 
do for all Americans. It is their sacrifice that allows me the very freedom to 
voice my opinion here.   I completely understand our military's need for 
training, and that some public land will need to be allocated for that 
training. I hope that they might consider the desert areas surrounding 
Johnson Valley for the future location of their training facilities. Thank you 
for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1208 

 
Last Name Moss-Pultz 

 
First Name Quinn 
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Comment I have been going to Johnson Valley for over a decade. It truly is one of a 
kind and there really isn't anything else like it. While I understand both 
sides, it would be a shame to loose such an amazing off road spot. As rock 
crawlers, we have limited terrain as it is. Johnson Valley is the center of our 
sport and to loose it would be a devastating blow. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1209 

 
Last Name googer 

 
First Name marc 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open to the public. So few places we have left 

for off road use, 4x4 trucks, ect. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1210 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment It would be a major blow to the offroad community to lose any land in the 

JV OHV area. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.2-20674 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1211 

 
Last Name Holmes 

 
First Name Bill 

 
Comment Please leave Johnson Valley as is, my family have been using the area for 

recreation for more than 43 years and it would be terrible to close or change 
the area. Thank you, Bill Holmes 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1212 

 
Last Name Whittington 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment My family and I are avid off-highway enthusiasts. During the forty plus 

years that I have been enjoying the outdoors I have seen available space to 
recreate get more scarce with each new year. I strongly oppose any action 
to further eliminate access to off-highway recreation. This includes the 
Johnson Valley area, currently included in the proposal for expansion of the 
Twenty Nine Palms Marine base. 
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Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1213 

 
Last Name Cary 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment As our population increases, there are more citizens using the outdoors. 

When we start limiting the areas we can use, more citizens will be 
compacted in the areas that remain open, thereby degrading those areas 
more. Our country was developed on a basis where there is equal 
opportunity and usage. Taking away land which has been used by citizens 
for years without consideration for their needs is not the American way. I 
think there are several other alternatives that will work just as good without 
impacting ordinary citizens. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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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). Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1214 

 
Last Name Gagne 

 
First Name Raymond 
 
Comment Your western and southern expansion is a little too close for comfort to 

Lucerne Valley. I mean, you are coming right in to northeast Lucerne 
Valley. That is ridiculous that you should come so close to a community. 
Come on !!! There is quite a large rural community here and your 
expansion will have a negative economic impact on this area.....not to 
mention quality of life. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response 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 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 
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conducted in the Draft EIS, single-event noise modeling has been 
conducted and the results added to Section 4.9 of the Final EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 1215 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment While I may be as far from Johnson Valley as one can be in the United 

States it is still important to me. It's a dream and a goal to test the machine 
I've built in an area created by god and nature to be the epitome of Off 
Highway action, a place unlike anywhere else. I'm very hopefully this area, 
and others like it in the West coast will be available to myself and my 
family, in particular my 2 daughters, who adore the rock crawling we 
partake in. While they may be to little to enjoy the hammers now, someday 
they won't be and I hope they'll be right there with me enjoying the thrill. I 
am pleased to see that the military is willing to listen and work with the Off 
road community on this and I truly hope an agreement is reached that 
makes everyone happy and provides an area to train our troops the the best 
of human abilities. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1216 
 
Last Name Sutherland 

 
First Name Adam 

 
Comment One of the most important and cherished parts of being an American is our 

freedom to pursue what makes us happy and that's not only in terms of 
recreation but financially as well.  As of late, this guaranteed freedom 
seems to be quickly disappearing, taken by an ever growing government to 
meet its own needs. I understand the need of a strong military to protect our 
country and way of life however, it seems hypocritical to me when it's the 
military which every citizen pays literally thousands for each year is the 
entity that poses a threat to these guaranteed freedoms. Johnson valley is 
public land that has brought me much "happiness" over the years.  My 
family and I regularly go out and spend vacation time bonding and enjoying 
ourselves while supporting the local economy.  With so many other vast 
areas open in US deserts, it's hard for me to understand why this area would 
be taken, which is so important to many diverse groups of people and local 
communities. Please consider alternate areas besides Johnson Valley if the 
military needs to add to it's already massive accumulation of land and allow 
tax paying American citizens many of whom are veterans themselves to 
pursue their happiness on our public lands. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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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 appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1217 

 
Last Name Lorence 
 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment keep the hammers area open to public use thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1218 

 
Last Name Cox 

 
First Name Larry 

 
Comment I wish to keep the desert open to the public for recreational use not military. 

Go do your testing in the ocean. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1219 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The only COA I support for Johnson Valley is COA #3. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/17/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1220 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Utilizing the land for the public while offering the land used by Patton years 

ago seems a great win/win proposal. I hope the powers to be optimize the 
land so it is available for many generations to come. Thank you, A 
concerned citizen 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response 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.2-20681 

Comment ID 1221 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment It's frustrating that more and more areas are being closed - even though 

more of the population is attempting to use public lands. Once an area is 
closed, they seem to never be reopened again. There is a significant amount 
of available and not controversial land north of Hungry Valley that can be 
used, and is just seems like it would be a better public response for the 
Marines to use non controversial areas, and leave popular RV, OHV and 
camping areas open to the public, and ionstead use other non popular areas 
for military exercizes. Working for the US Gov, public perception, and 
public support are crucial - alienating the public, and taking away popular 
recreational areas will only serve to alienate the public, and undermine 
future support for necessary projects. I heartly reccomend that you pursue 
other, less controversial areas. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1222 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment Please do not take one of the best place for off-roading hiking, rock 
 climbing. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1223 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I object to public access lands being closed and used exclusively by anyone. 

With 38 million people in the state of CA, we need as much public access 
land as possible. The Marines should use land (millions of acres fall into 
this category) already closed to the public. If the Marines should find no 
other alternative, than they should open up comparable closed land and 
make it publicly open. THIS SHOULD BE as it is on private property 
owners a 2:1 ration. for every acre of open land that is closed, it should be 
replaced with 2 acres of closed land made open. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1224 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley OHV area is a one of a kind place and the premiere rock 

crawling destination in America. It is here that the sport is pushed to it's 
limits and continually being reinvented. Johnson Valley OHV area is far 
more than just open "BLM land" and should be excluded from this land 
acquisition. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 
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Comment ID 1225 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I HAVE BEEN RIDING DIRT BIKES FOR OVER 3O YEARS IN 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA. THAT IS THE REASON WE MOVED 
CLOSER TO JOHNSON VALLEY IN 1985. THE AREA WHERE THE 
D.E.I.S IS CONSIDERING CLOSING DOWN OUR PUBLIC LAND FOR 
THE MARINE TRAINING.  IF THIS AREA IS CLOSED DOWN TO 
PUBLIC ACCESS AND FOR COMPETATIVE OFF-ROAD RACING 
THAT WOULD BE THE WORST THING TO HAPPEN TO THE 
PUBLIC THAT RECREATES ON THESE PUBLIC LANDS. THE 
CITIES THAT LEAD TO THIS AREA WILL LOSE A GREAT 
AMOUNT OF INCOME GENERATED BY THE OFF- ROAD 
COMMUNITY STOPING INTO THE BUISNESS'S ON THE WAY TO 
JOHNSON VALLEY TO PURCHASE FROM THESE 
ESTABLISHMENTS. NOT ONLY WILL THEY LOSE MONEY, BUT 
THE OTHER OPEN AREAS THAT WE USE TO OFF-ROAD IN, WILL 
BE OVERLLY CROWDED, THIS WILL THEN INFORCE THE 
BEAURER OF LAND MANAGEMENT TO SPEND MORE $ TO 
INFORCE THE LAND ISSUE RULES IN THOSE AREAS. MAKING IT 
ILLEGAL TO RIDE IN JOHNSON VALLEY PER. THIS TRAINING 
FACILITY, THIS WILL CAUSE ALOT OF PEOPLE TO RIDE 
ILLEGALLY, MAYBE HARMING THEMSELVES OR OTHERS IN 
THE PROCESS. THE MILITARY HAS MANY OTHER OPTIONS OF 
LAND THEY COULD USE. PLEASE DO NOT TAKE AWAY OUR 
"PUBLIC RIGHT" TO USE OUR PUBLIC LANDS TO RECREATE IN. 
NOT ONLY WILL THIS BE A DOWNFALL OF ALREADY SMALL 
AND LESS SUCCESSFUL SMALL CITIES IN OUR SOUTHERN 
CALIFORNIA DESERTS, BUT THE OFF-ROAD INDUSTRY 
BUSINESS'S WILL TAKE A HUGE HIT WHEN PEOPLE ARE NOT 
ALLOWD TO USE OUR OPEN LANDS TO PLAY ON, BECAUSE 
THOSE OFF-ROADERS WILL NOT BE PURCHASING NEEDED 
EQUIPTMENT,DAFETY TOOLS,AND OTHER GOODS NEEDED TO 
DO THIS SPORT SAFELY.WITH THE GAS PRICES OF TODAY, 
JOHNSON VALLEY IS THE CLOSEST AREA FOR MOST SOUTHER 
CALIFORNIA OPEN AREA TO OFF-ROAD IN. PLEASE COME TO A 
BETTER CONCLUSION FOR THIS TRAINING FACILITY. THE 
MILITARY ARE VERY WELL RESPECTED AND WE DO 
UNDERSTAND THE NEED TO TRAIN TO KEPP OUR COUNTRY 
SAFE, BUT PLEASE LOOK ELSEWHERE TO PROVIDE THIS 
TRAINING. THANK YOU 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 
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Response 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.  
 
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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1226 
 
Last Name Doran 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment I object to public access lands being closed and used exclusively by anyone. 

With 38 million people in the state of CA, we need as much public access 
land as possible. The Marines should use land (millions of acres fall into 
this category) already closed to the public. If the Marines should find no 
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other alternative, than they should open up comparable closed land and 
make it publicly open. THIS SHOULD BE as it is on private property 
owners a 2:1 ratio. For every acre of open land that is closed, it should be 
replaced with 2 acres of closed land made open. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1227 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I'm a tax paying, law abiding citizen. My family has used Jhonson Valley 

for recreation for 4 decades. I want my children to have the same freedoms 
and liberties I have experinced here. I understand the protection of our 
nation is first and formost. Please consider the marine training grounds 
elswere first with second opening previously closed land at a 2:1 ratio. 
Regards! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 
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Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1228 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I feel that the marines have plenty of other options for thier training 

exercises rather than taking away a great place for families to play and use 
tha desert as a playground. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1229 

 
Last Name Krause 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment I Prefer Alternative #3 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1230 

 
Last Name Knowles 

 
First Name Jared 

 
Comment I spend about two weekends a month in Johnson Valley with my family, 

participating in recreational OHV riding as well as racing. Not only is this 
something valuable to me as an individual, having grown up riding the 
desert with my family, this has an economic impact on those communities 
around Johnson Valley. I spend a lot of time in Johnson Valley, enjoying 
my time with family and friends, and hope to be able to bring my children 
out there someday to experience the same, love for the desert and the OHV 
community. This land is valued the same for a lot of people that regularly 
visit and enjoy all the landscape and scenery it has to offer.It means a lot to 
us, as many have spent their entire lives, and rasied their families in this 
lifestyle. Johnson Valley is where much of this takes place. As I mentioned, 
there's an impact outside the OHV community as well. The economic 
support that the OHV families bring to the surrounding communities is 
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substantial and steady. From my own routine, I spend hundreds of dollars a 
month in Apple Valley and surrounding towns. Compound that by the large 
number of OHV families making that same trek and spending, in a lot of 
cases more money in these same areas, and you have a significant source of 
income to these areas. Lastly, there is the issue that brings this entires 
situation around, and that is the Marines philosophy behind this land grab as 
an initiative to "train as we fight". What military engagements does the US 
military undertake now, or in the forseeable future, that will involve "Three 
Battalion Task Forces abreast converging onto a MEB objective"? What 
enemy to the American people would be a candidate to confront the US 
military on such a scale? It's a shame that in California, where not only the 
cost of living has become so high, state regulation on business, emissions, 
taxes, and so on, has become so stringent and unforgiving, that on top fo 
that, we must now also deal with the military attempting a land grab away 
from our recreational lands. Enough is enough, we don't need or want this 
expansion. The military has extravagant resources as it is now, and they 
should learn to use them efficiently. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.   
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1231 

 
Last Name Beyle 

 
First Name Dennis 

 
Comment Hello, My name is Dennis I am 39 years old. I have been off roading with 

my family since I was 5. My most fond memories growing up were out in 
the desert. Therefore, now that I have my own family of five, I want my 
kids to be able to create memories of there own. My family and I enjoy off 
roading at least twice a month. This enables my family to spend quality 
time together in a rather secluded atmosphere. My parents, sister and I are 
extremely close to this day thanks in part to the time we spent together 
when we were younger. I want the same for my own family.  Due to the 
limited amount of off roading space within drivig distance, weekend 
getaways are becoming more and more difficult. The Johnson Valley OHV 
area remains one of our favorite spots due to the terrain and its relative 
proximity to our house (about a 2 hr. drive). It's vastness also prevents 
overcrowding which is why we discontinued trips to other areas, for safety 
reasons.  I understand and support the need for training a strong military 
but,with all of the open desert in Riverside and San Bernardino County, 
wouldn't it be possible to aquire land for training futher to the East?  Please 
reconsider other areas before you take away my families source of 
entertainment and togetherness. Thank you for taking the time to read my 
response. Dennis Beyle Son of two, Husband of one, Father of three & 
Friend of countless off roaders who share these veiws. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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 
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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.  

 
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.  

 
 
Comment ID 1232 

 
Last Name Lyon 

 
First Name Keith 

 
Comment Once again our government is flexing it's ability to take what ever they 

want and going the easist route. Why not take the WILDERNESS area that 
no one uses? Because that would take more work, so go for the soft target. 
The off roading community is large, but because not everyone is a member 
of some type of orginization they my seem smaller. On any given weekend 
the off road community actually USES there open lands for recreation, I 
thought that was what they are for! As for the shared use concept, how long 
will it be after this starts that it is deemed to dangerous for the public to use 
do to what ever you may come up with. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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.  
 
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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1233 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would like to state my opposition to the marine base expansion into 

Johnson Valley OHV area. The offroad, hiking, camping, bird watching, 
and other recreational communities that share this area may not enjoy their 
sport where they wish - it must be done on designated land. Taking this 
designated land away from us will create overuse in the few areas that we 
have left to ride in and hurt the communities surrounding Johnson Valley. 
By closing this area, you will be stealing the memories and past times of 
generations of families. Please preserve our PUBLIC land. 
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Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response 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 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1234 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please save our public land and keep it open to the public for our 

recreational use.  Everybody has their hobbies, just because you might not 
like ours do es not mean you need to shut down our public access to the 
land  SB 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1235 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment IT WOULD BE A SHAME TO LOOSE ONE MORE OFFROAD AREA 

IN THIS NATION. THE OFFROAD COMMUNITY IS SLOWLY BEING 
CHASED OUT OF MOST AREAS(CALIFORNIA ESPECIALY). I 
HAVE BEEN CAMPING SHARING THIS VALLEY WITH MY 
FAMILY FOR OVER 30 YEARS. IT HAS BROUGHT MANY HOURS 
OF RECREATION FOR MANY FAMILIES AND INCOME TO THE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA. PLEASE DON'T SHUT DOWN THIS 
AMAZING AREA FOR RECREATION.  THANK YOU SHANE 
CARNEY 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1236 

 
Last Name Whittington 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment Regarding the 29 Palms Marine Base expansion into the Johnson Valley 

area, I understand there are several options that are being considered. 
Option 3 appears to be the most benign however I have strong concerns that 
this option includes loopholes that will extend the timeframe for closure 
indefinitely. Therefore I oppose any option to expand the base in the 
direction currently targeted. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 
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Comment ID 1237 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I support the military in every way except this. My family and I have been 

camping and driving OHV for my whole life and I see our open land being 
closed and becoming smaller and smaller every year. I feel the military 
should look elsewhere and leave Johnson Valley open to the public. If the 
government continues to close more public land where do we take the next 
generation camping and off roading? Pretty soon there will be no open 
spaces all because of the greed of our monster government. LEAVE 
JOHNSON VALLEY OPEN TO THE PUBLIC! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response 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 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.  
 
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 
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criteria for identifying suitable lands for acquisition (as described in Section 
2.3 of the EIS). 

 
 
Comment ID 1238 

 
Last Name Whittington 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment I fully support our military but I do not support expansion of the 29 Palms 

Marine Base into Johnson Valley.  My family and I are avid off-highway 
recreation enthusiasts.  Each year, we see more and more of our available 
space to pursue our interests taken away from us.  This has to stop.  I 
respectfully request all options that include base expansion to the West be 
removed from consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.  
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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 1239 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I'm concerned about the negative impact if you expand into Johnson Valley. 

It will affect more than just those who live there and use this area for 
recreation, it will affect many of us around the country who travel great 
distances to enjoy such beautiful recreation, such as myself. Short term it 
may be economical, but the long term negative impact on recreation far 
outweighs any short term benefit of using Johnson Valley. There is NO 
replacement for this area. You can't just take this beautiful recreational area 
elsewhere to enjoy. It only exists in Johnson Valley. Expansion here will 
alter and affect many lives around the country! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.  
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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 1240 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, First off, I very much appreciate everything that 

our military and armed service men and women do for our country. Thank 
You for all of your sacrifices!!! I have been riding out in the Johnson 
Valley area forover 7 years now. Most recently was during this past "King 
of the Hammers" race where myself and 5 fellow riders recieved $125.00 
citations for being 1200 meters in the Marine base border, (that was not 
clearly marked by any fence or signage. the marines that stopped us could 
not even locate a sign). We were all taken back by this as we were in an 
area that we have ridden across many times and saw no signs posted saying 
otherwise. Apparently things have changed and are looking to change even 
more. The land acquisition suggested will not only imapct the local 
economy for Landers, Yucca Valley and surrounding cities and towns, it 
will also impact OHV green sticker sales, and offroad vehicle sales at 
dealerships in the state of CA, further restricting the growth that our state 
economy needs. 100's of jobs are created and sustained by OHV use in 
Johnson Valley. I make roughly 6-8 trips a year out there and spend close to 
300.00 each time in fuel, food, and other items. Thats a minumum of 
$1,800 dollars per year that I bring to the local economy...think about the 
overall imapct in loss of revenue & jobs. It will be in the millions... 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1241 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep this area open for public use. Me and my family have been 

going to the Lucerne vally for many years. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 
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Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1242 

 
Last Name Gilbert 

 
First Name Bill 
 
Comment Please, please, please do not close the Johnson Valley OHV area. My 

mother and father raised me in the desert on the weekends enjoying the the 
beauty of the area. I now am raising my three children on the weekends in 
the area. It is important for them to be able to enjoy OUR open land and it 
is a benefit of being an American. Without these open space to recreate on 
we are resigning our children to stay at home and live on video games. The 
Armed forces enjoy the largest training facilities in the world, not to 
mention all the countries we now are occupying. It is rediculous. Another 
government land grap is not the solution. Please do not take this land away 
from my children and their children. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 public involvement process has led to the development of project 
alternatives (e.g., Alternatives 4, 5, and 6) that would enable the Marine 
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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.  
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1243 

 
Last Name Geyer 

 
First Name Matthew 

 
Comment     Please keep Johnson Valley open to OHV recreation.  My family enjoys 

offroad recreation and there are very few places left to go.  Also, closing 
Johnson Valley to OHV use will eliminate civilian sector jobs.  Please 
select alternative 3. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.  
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Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1244 

 
Last Name Post 

 
First Name Jamie 

 
Comment I live in Apple Valley and work in Lucerne Valley. The entire High Desert 

area here benefits from these lands about to be confiscated by the 
government. In particular, Johnson Valley is one of few places of its kind 
open to the public and designated for off-road recreation not only in San 
Bernardino County, but in the world. I meet and talk with people who travel 
from Europe with German, Russian, and British accents just to take part in 
the racing activities of the area as well as enjoying a taste of the old back-
country, wild-west style America and good ol' Route 66. The only reason 
the Military is stealing this land from the people and local communities and 
businesses that benefit from it is because the EPA wants all land that people 
are already not living on to be off-limits to everything and everyone. I have 
seen a map. There is plenty of room for base expansion in the OPPOSITE 
direction of populated communities and American citizens. I don't want 
bombs being dropped all over my backyard just because some 
environmental yahoo wants to trash MY nieghboorhood, MY community 
rather than some rat or coyote's vast vast VAST habitat. For some people, 
this land being stolen from us is their fun. To me, it is my livelihood. No 
soldier died to have land stolen from the people. This land belongs to the 
people. We send our sons and daughters to fight for this country, we pay 
our income taxes, we pay our business taxes and fees and permits and fines, 
we pay our property taxes, we pay our sales taxes, we pay our fuel taxes, 
WE FUND this government and its cronies like the EPA. WE DESERVE to 
have a voice and those Marines are fighting for a country in which the 
government respects us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 
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Response 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 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.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 1245 

 
Last Name Post 

 
First Name Jamie 

 
Comment Don't Tread On Me.  And stay off our land.  My father was a Navy Veteran.  

He was in the Korean Conflict after the Second War.  I remember him 
telling me about seeing nuclear bomb testing some miles away when he was 
stationed on Wake Island in Alaska.  We all know about the testing that was 
done in the Mid West.  Who knows?  Maybe that's why he and SO many 
people are now dieing left and rigth from cancer.  We don't LIVE FIRE 
exercises and government theft of the people's land here in our beautiful 
desert communities (or anywhere near it for that matter).  I believe I speak 
for a lot of people when I say, "BACK OFF!" 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1246 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep Johnsohn Valley Alive for Riding! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comments. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1247 

 
Last Name Gildner 

 
First Name Joseph 

 
Comment I sincerely wish that the USMC would reconsider this land aquisition. It is 

going to have an enormous  impact on the OHV community and familes 
throughout Southern California. I appreciate the Armed Forces and all you 
do for us, but please try to find a way to share this great land. Thanks, Joe. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
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to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.   
 
This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process. Ultimately, Congress 
will make the final decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  
The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process.   

 
 
Comment ID 1248 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The last "large scale" war was in 1991 and we will likely never see another. 

Training should reflect ACTUAL combat theatre.  I am OPPOSED to the 
expansion of 29 Palms Marine Corp Base.  Our current economic climate 
simply cannot afford this wastful and unneeded expansion. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response 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.  

 
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 
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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. Ultimately, Congress will make the 
final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 1249 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The last "large scale" war was in 1991 and we will likely never see another. 

Training should reflect ACTUAL combat theatre. I am OPPOSED to the 
expansion of 29 Palms Marine Corp Base. Our current economic climate 
simply cannot afford this wastful and unneeded expansion. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response 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.  

 
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. Ultimately, Congress will make the 
final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 1250 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please, don't take away any more of our public lands! Our desert area for 

recreation keeps getting smaller and smaller. I love taking my family to the 
Johnson Valley Off Road area, we always stop spend money for fuel and 
suppies at the local stores in Apple Valley and Hesperia, and know the 
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impact of us, and many others, not spending our dollars, will hurt that local 
economy. Please, move it to east! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 

recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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.  
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1251 

 
Last Name wilma 

 
First Name kline 

 
Comment For those of us who actually live in this area, most of us find the desert 

beautiful, peaceful, and serene. We love the off-roaders for the most 
part,they are usually only here on weekends and holidays and most are very 
respectful and clean up after themselves. A military base with live ammo 
and such would be an everyday intrusion on the desert and the creatures that 
live in it. I have seen the ugly scars left in the dry lakebeds from previous 
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military training and it makes me sad. I don't understand why this area is 
needed for expansion. I would like to see statistics and measurements from 
other bases backing up the claim that there isn't another base that would be 
sizable enough for their extensive training. It would definitely be a misuse 
of this tranquil area, in my humble opinion. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response 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 importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 
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Comment ID 1252 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley OHV open for camping and off roading as it is 

now. My family camps and uses the area year round. Thank you, Jeff 
 
Date Comment Received 4/18/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comments. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1253 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am also a racer/crew member and volunteer. Please consider option 3, 4, 

or 5 in that order as you consider the expansion of your base. The off-road 
racing industry has a large economic impact to not only California, but the 
surrounding states in the Southwest United States as well. Restricting one 
of the few remaining competition areas in California will hurt this industry 
and the positive impact it has on the economy. I'm a huge supporter of our 
military and their ability to train and fight to protect our freedoms and have 
several family members who are or have served. I ask as a tax-payer, that 
the expansion considers the abilities of our US citizens to continue using 
the limited public land available for racing. Donald Bundy L&L 
Motorsports 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comments. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1254 

 
Last Name Waltman 

 
First Name Darrell 

 
Comment The 29 Palms Marine Base is attempting to encroach on one of the Wests 

premire OHV areas,Johnson Valley OHV. I strongly disagree with the 
descision to add this land to their already massive training facillity. Why is 
it necessary to expand toward the population centers other than to create a 
SUPER military training ground which connects the Navy's China Lk. 
facility, Edwards AFB and Ft.Irwin/MCLB. I VOTE NO!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response 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 
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each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1255 

 
Last Name peppel 

 
First Name alan 

 
Comment i know there needs to be training areas, but it seems the types of tactics 

nowadays are smaller and faster ...if the land use is only for short training 
periods , i think the use of ohv users far outweighs the training period... I 
have riden in jv for 43 yrs and the use, economy support,etc is also of 
human importance...consider a land swap or a smaller grab,please...thanks 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response 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 public involvement process has led to the development of project 
alternatives (e.g., Alternatives 4, 5, and 6) that would enable the Marine 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1256 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley may seem like just another featureless typical desert area, 

but to many from throughout the U.S. and indeed beyond U.S. borders, it is 
a completely unique and beautiful area that is unlike any other. Families 
and recreationists from far and wide flock to enjoy Johnson Valley and the 
endless recreational activities it provides. Visit the area and you'll find its 
visitors have license plates from across the U.S. Talk with more visitors and 
you'll discover that many of them come from as far away as Australia and 
Europe, and they are here solely to enjoy what Johnson Valley offers. 
Johnson Valley is that unique. In fact, even many of the surrounding desert 
communities depend on those visitors for their very livelihoods and that if 
the visitors stopped coming, some of those communities simply may not 
even survive. Johnson Valley hosts many events throughout the year 
including one of the fastest growing and toughest off-road competitive 
events in North America called King of the Hammers. That event alone 
drew over 15,000 visitors including TV and radio coverage that brought 
much needed revenue to the surrounding communities. One of the largest 
groups of visitors includes the offroading community. Offroaders are 
completely supportive of the US military and especially our Marine Corps. 
We believe in the mission of the Marines and would do nothing to 
jeopardize the training that is so vital to the Marine Corps mission. With 
that in mind, we believe there is more than enough suitable terrain outside 
of and adjoining the Johnson Valley recreational area for the Marines to 
conduct their training in. There are certain areas within the Johnson Valley 
recreational area, particularly inside the canyons, that simply cannot be 
duplicated anywhere else. To lose those valuable recreational resources that 
are, truly, so unique would be tragic to a huge number of families and 
recreationists. We believe few within the Marine Corps knew just how 
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much Johnson Valley meant to so many and just how important of a 
national recreational resource that it has become. We believe that you do 
now understand its importance and because of that, we simply request that 
you give the most possible consideration to expanding your training areas to 
adjoining desert terrain that does not take our Johnson Valley away from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.  
 
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. 
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Comment ID 1257 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not take over Johnson Valley and other desert that will close 

forever our public lands for OHV use. This is a major family recreational 
and professional racing events area and it would devastate the OHV usage 
in southern califonia. We already are losing land usage and have very 
limited areas to ride, race, play etc. This would not help. I do love and 
support our military but there has to be a better way than to take our public 
OHV area like this. Please do not take this away from us. Sincerely, Jason 
Coleman 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1258 

 
Last Name Tate 

 
First Name Stephen 

 
Comment Johnson Valley may seem like just another featureless typical desert area, 

but to many from throughout the U.S. and indeed beyond U.S. borders, it is 
a completely unique and beautiful area that is unlike any other. Families 
and recreationists from far and wide flock to enjoy Johnson Valley and the 
endless recreational activities it provides. Visit the area and you'll find its 
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visitors have license plates from across the U.S. Talk with more visitors and 
you'll discover that many of them come from as far away as Australia and 
Europe, and they are here solely to enjoy what Johnson Valley offers. 
Johnson Valley is that unique. In fact, even many of the surrounding desert 
communities depend on those visitors for their very livelihoods and that if 
the visitors stopped coming, some of those communities simply may not 
even survive. Johnson Valley hosts many events throughout the year 
including one of the fastest growing and toughest off-road competitive 
events in North America called King of the Hammers. That event alone 
drew over 15,000 visitors including TV and radio coverage that brought 
much needed revenue to the surrounding communities. One of the largest 
groups of visitors includes the offroading community. Offroaders are 
completely supportive of the US military and especially our Marine Corps. 
We believe in the mission of the Marines and would do nothing to 
jeopardize the training that is so vital to the Marine Corps mission. With 
that in mind, we believe there is more than enough suitable terrain outside 
of and adjoining the Johnson Valley recreational area for the Marines to 
conduct their training in. There are certain areas within the Johnson Valley 
recreational area, particularly inside the canyons, that simply cannot be 
duplicated anywhere else. To lose those valuable recreational resources that 
are, truly, so unique would be tragic to a huge number of families and 
recreationists. We believe few within the Marine Corps knew just how 
much Johnson Valley meant to so many and just how important of a 
national recreational resource that it has become. We believe that you do 
now understand its importance and because of that, we simply request that 
you give the most possible consideration to expanding your training areas to 
adjoining desert terrain that does not take our Johnson Valley away from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.  
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1259 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley may seem like just another featureless typical desert area, 

but to many from throughout the U.S. and indeed beyond U.S. borders, it is 
a completely unique and beautiful area that is unlike any other. Families 
and recreationists from far and wide flock to enjoy Johnson Valley and the 
endless recreational activities it provides. Visit the area and you'll find its 
visitors have license plates from across the U.S. Talk with more visitors and 
you'll discover that many of them come from as far away as Australia and 
Europe, and they are here solely to enjoy what Johnson Valley offers. 
Johnson Valley is that unique. In fact, even many of the surrounding desert 
communities depend on those visitors for their very livelihoods and that if 
the visitors stopped coming, some of those communities simply may not 
even survive. Johnson Valley hosts many events throughout the year 
including one of the fastest growing and toughest off-road competitive 
events in North America called King of the Hammers. That event alone 
drew over 15,000 visitors including TV and radio coverage that brought 
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much needed revenue to the surrounding communities. One of the largest 
groups of visitors includes the offroading community. Offroaders are 
completely supportive of the US military and especially our Marine Corps. 
We believe in the mission of the Marines and would do nothing to 
jeopardize the training that is so vital to the Marine Corps mission. With 
that in mind, we believe there is more than enough suitable terrain outside 
of and adjoining the Johnson Valley recreational area for the Marines to 
conduct their training in. There are certain areas within the Johnson Valley 
recreational area, particularly inside the canyons, that simply cannot be 
duplicated anywhere else. To lose those valuable recreational resources that 
are, truly, so unique would be tragic to a huge number of families and 
recreationists. We believe few within the Marine Corps knew just how 
much Johnson Valley meant to so many and just how important of a 
national recreational resource that it has become. We believe that you do 
now understand its importance and because of that, we simply request that 
you give the most possible consideration to expanding your training areas to 
adjoining desert terrain that does not take our Johnson Valley away from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.  
 
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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The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1260 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley may seem like just another featureless typical desert area, 

but to many from throughout the U.S. and indeed beyond U.S. borders, it is 
a completely unique and beautiful area that is unlike any other. Families 
and recreationists from far and wide flock to enjoy Johnson Valley and the 
endless recreational activities it provides. Visit the area and you'll find its 
visitors have license plates from across the U.S. Talk with more visitors and 
you'll discover that many of them come from as far away as Australia and 
Europe, and they are here solely to enjoy what Johnson Valley offers. 
Johnson Valley is that unique. In fact, even many of the surrounding desert 
communities depend on those visitors for their very livelihoods and that if 
the visitors stopped coming, some of those communities simply may not 
even survive.  Johnson Valley hosts many events throughout the year 
including one of the fastest growing and toughest off-road competitive 
events in North America called King of the Hammers. That event alone 
drew over 15,000 visitors including TV and radio coverage that brought 
much needed revenue to the surrounding communities. One of the largest 
groups of visitors includes the offroading community. Offroaders are 
completely supportive of the US military and especially our Marine Corps. 
We believe in the mission of the Marines and would do nothing to 
jeopardize the training that is so vital to the Marine Corps mission. With 
that in mind, we believe there is more than enough suitable terrain outside 
of and adjoining the Johnson Valley recreational area for the Marines to 
conduct their training in. There are certain areas within the Johnson Valley 
recreational area, particularly inside the canyons, that simply cannot be 
duplicated anywhere else. To lose those valuable recreational resources that 
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are, truly, so unique would be tragic to a huge number of families and 
recreationists. We believe few within the Marine Corps knew just how 
much Johnson Valley meant to so many and just how important of a 
national recreational resource that it has become. We believe that you do 
now understand its importance and because of that, we simply request that 
you give the most possible consideration to expanding your training areas to 
adjoining desert terrain that does not take our Johnson Valley away from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.  
 
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 
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proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1261 

 
Last Name Radbourne 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open for us to ride/drive and play  thank you! 

The Radbourne Famly 
 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1262 

 
Last Name Granger 

 
First Name Colin 

 
Comment I STRONGLY OPPOSE the Johnson Valley Training Land Acquisition 

your organization proposing. The public lands of Johnson Valley in which 
my family and friends frequently use many times a year are a prosperous 
public and open place because of its terrain variety and range. I take my 
children there and the OHV area provides solid recreation for me and my 
growing children to enjoy. I have enjoyed Johnson Valley for over 22 years. 
There is no place else like Johnson Valley despite what other, and much 
smaller, riding areas may exist in the region. The major slice of what you're 
proposing to take and minor slice you're "letting" the public keep (the last 
proposal offered) does not offer a balanced solution. The best solution for 
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the public off-road and Lucerne Valley community is for the expansion to 
head east, ALTERNATIVE #3, and leave Johnson Valley in tact. The 
People and businesses of Lucerne Valley will greatly be affected by the loss 
of business, and employment, the off road community brings to the area if it 
is lost to the military. From an environmental standpoint, 3 brigades of 
rolling tanks and armored vehicles through the land will do harm to the 
wildlife and land than any group of off road riders. How can a tank brigade 
charging at 30 mph possibly see a desert tortoise inching along - it can't and 
is a false assumption that they will. Sincerely, Colin Granger 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.  
 
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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Comment ID 1263 

 
Last Name FISCH 

 
First Name KURT 

 
Comment I VOTE FOR OPTION 3 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1264 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am very disappointed to hear that the Johnson Valley area may be closed 

to off- road recreationists.  I have spent many weekends in the area 
attending, and participating in, AMA District 37 events, and camping with 
my family.  This is an area where our family gets together with others who 
share a love of desert racing/riding.  Not only do we ride, but we explore 
the wide expanse of open areas.  My children have learned about the 
animals, flora and fauna, and the previous inhabitants of the area, and have 
gained a better understanding of the Mojave Desert and have learned that 
without this great treasure, we would not have become such a close family 
that loves everything the Mojave Desert has to offer.  I can only pray that 
the military will leave this area open to the public so that other families can 
experience what mine has.  It would be a shame to lose this area when there 
are so many other areas that are already closed to public recreation that the 
military can, and should, use. The other issue that the military needs to 
address is the economic situation that towns like Lucerne Valley will face if 
Johnson Valley is closed.  I have personally spents thousands of dollars in 
this small town during all my weekends of riding/racing in Johnson Valley, 
since this is the last place to buy gas and food.  I have also made trips to 
Lucerne during my weeknds because I forgot somehing.  If Johnson were to 
close, there is a good chance that Lucerne will soon follow. Please take into 
consideration the towns, people, and families, that will be effected by your 
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decision.  There are other options, especially areas that are already closed to 
the public, that will suit your needs and still keep Johnson Valley, in its 
entirety, open to the public for off-road recreation, racing, camping, hiking, 
horse-back riding, and a plethora of other adventures for those that truly 
love the area. Thank you,  Ann Chestnut 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 
 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1265 

 
Last Name Rien 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment Please keep this space open to our off-road community, Please look into 

other areas that will meet your needs for training. Please talk to us, work 
with us, we have several ideas that will benefit us all.  Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
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to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.    

 
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1266 
 
Last Name Stadel 

 
First Name Dennis 

 
Comment I am President of the Arizona ATV Riders. I represent 400,000 ATV owners 

in Arizona. We support Alternative #3 for Johnson Valley. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1267 

 
Last Name Westcott 

 
First Name Brandon 
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Comment Alternative #3 is the best option. Thank you, Brandon W. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1268 

 
Last Name McGough 

 
First Name Martin 

 
Comment This land was used by my parents and is by me now and I want my children 

to have the opportunity to use it as well. Please leave it AS IS! 
 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.    
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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 1269 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would love to be able to see the part of the US and explor with my family 

and our 4x4. It is on my list of places to go and it would be a bad thing if it 
was a restricted area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1270 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The Marines do not need Johnson Valley. They need to train like they fight. 

We do not have large scale "Patton like" battles anymore. If you need to 
train like that then you can go over to Ft. Irwin. They need to train in urban 
environments. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1271 

 
Last Name Gibson 

 
First Name Tim 

 
Comment Johnson Valley may seem like just another featureless typical desert area, 

but to many from throughout the U.S. and indeed beyond U.S. borders, it is 
a completely unique and beautiful area that is unlike any other. Families 
and recreationists from far and wide flock to enjoy Johnson Valley and the 
endless recreational activities it provides. Visit the area and you'll find its 
visitors have license plates from across the U.S. Talk with more visitors and 
you'll discover that many of them come from as far away as Australia and 
Europe, and they are here solely to enjoy what Johnson Valley offers. 
Johnson Valley is that unique. In fact, even many of the surrounding desert 
communities depend on those visitors for their very livelihoods and that if 
the visitors stopped coming, some of those communities simply may not 
even survive.  Johnson Valley hosts many events throughout the year 
including one of the fastest growing and toughest off-road competitive 
events in North America called King of the Hammers. That event alone 
drew over 15,000 visitors including TV and radio coverage that brought 
much needed revenue to the surrounding communities. One of the largest 
groups of visitors includes the offroading community. Offroaders are 
completely supportive of the US military and especially our Marine Corps. 
We believe in the mission of the Marines and would do nothing to 
jeopardize the training that is so vital to the Marine Corps mission. With 
that in mind, we believe there is more than enough suitable terrain outside 
of and adjoining the Johnson Valley recreational area for the Marines to 
conduct their training in. There are certain areas within the Johnson Valley 
recreational area, particularly inside the canyons, that simply cannot be 
duplicated anywhere else. To lose those valuable recreational resources that 
are, truly, so unique would be tragic to a huge number of families and 
recreationists. We believe few within the Marine Corps knew just how 
much Johnson Valley meant to so many and just how important of a 
national recreational resource that it has become. We believe that you do 
now understand its importance and because of that, we simply request that 
you give the most possible consideration to expanding your training areas to 
adjoining desert terrain that does not take our Johnson Valley away from us. 
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Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.  
 
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. 
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Comment ID 1272 
 
Last Name Tabush 

 
First Name Joe 

 
Comment As a lifelong Californian and former Hi-Desert resident for over 20 years I 

am dismayed at the prospect of shutting down the majority of Johnson 
Valley to recreation, especially off-road recreation. My family and I have 
recreated in the area since my father was stationed at the former George Air 
Force base in the '60's. The area must be kept open for recreation as it is if 
not expanded to its' former boundries. All of the proposals put forth are not 
only detrimental to recreation but also to the ecomony of the area, 
especially the City of Lucerne Valley. If the US Marine Corps needs to 
expand desert training activities I would humbly suggest partnering with the 
US Army to conduct training at the existing Fort Irwin facility. As a former 
employee of the facility I can tell you that there is more than ample 
oppertunities for training at Fort Irwin for members of the US Marine Corps 
and i believe that joint exercises may be mutually benifitial to all members 
of the Armed Forces. In closing- do not take away any public land from 
Johnson Valley. For the sake of the community, the residents, the economy, 
and those that recreate in the area please stop this massive land grab! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.   
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1273 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please consider option #3 as it is the best option to insure public recreation 

and prevent an enormous impact to our already bad economy. Thank you 
for listening to my concerns.  Daniel Ent 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1274 
 
Last Name Crites 

 
First Name Doug 
Comment Johnson Valley is a great place for family camping and riding. Shutting it 

down to public use is an absolute shame. The Marines absolutely need an 
area to hone their skills to protect us but they have been doing a great job 
for the 200 plus years with what land we have already given them. This is a 
travesty and will not be forgiven if this area is closed to public use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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.   
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1275 

 
Last Name Wells 

 
First Name Jeff 

 
Comment JV OHV is land owned by the people of United States Of America.And 

they should have the final say,not the military . 
 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1276 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am opposed to the expansion of the 29 Palms Marine base as we stand to 

loose our Johnson Valley OHV area. I have been off roading in the Johnson 
Valley OHV area since 1987 and as a 3rd generation off road enthusiast, 
and avid off road racer, I cannot support this move by the Marine Corps. 
The Johnson Valley OHV area is the biggest, and closest OHV area that we 
have near Los Angeles area. The economic impact that the town of Lucrene 
will suffer and the basic shut down of one of our largest off road areas will 
cause many racers, businesses, and manufacturers to go out of business. I 
vote NO on the Marine Expansion!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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 
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sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 1277 

 
Last Name Silcock 

 
First Name Michele 

 
Comment       If you take this land from us, we will go out of bus. Also my club Monrovia 

Rock Hounds will not get to go out and look for rocks. I race for the cure of 
cancer, brain, and breast cancer, you see I have both, and racing is my life. 
Think about all the people that will lose their jobs. I love the U.S. and this 
just is not right, I know that we have to have the best in our men and 
women that keep us safe, but can we go some where else. It is a big world. I 
vote No.!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/19/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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, 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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Comment ID 1278 
 
Last Name higginbotham 

 
First Name Daniel 

 
Comment Reguarding the acquisition of the Johnson Valley. I feel very strongly again 

the acquisition of Johnson Valley. My family, friends and I use the area 
regularly and feel it would be a great loss to the people of California. As 
our access to other areas dwindles the loss ofthe Johnson Valley is just 
wrong. The people who have vowed to protect us are now going to try and 
restrict our own land. Please don't take Johnson Valley. If you have to 
exspand then please consider proposal number six, the that goes to the east.  
Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1279 

 
Last Name Robertson 

 
First Name Kathryn 

 
Comment This is one of the best and only places left that is available to us to off road 

in the high desert. People come from all over the United States just to go to 
the Hammers. There are no trails that come close to the ones you can find in 
Johnson Valley and because of this it is a very popular place.   Everyday 
more and more off roading trails are being closed. In the High Desert the 
designated place for off roading is Johnson Valley and now the Marine 
Corps and the Government want to take this away from us, U.S. Tax Paying 
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Citizens.   Please Save Johnson Valley and leave our children with a great 
place to enjoy some Off Road Recreation. Don't let these Off Roading trails 
become a memory to us, and a dream of something that could of been for 
our children that they will never be able to experience. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1280 

 
Last Name Hoover 

 
First Name Charles 

 
Comment To Whom it May Concern: I do not believe that the Marines do not need 

anymore land because you, "The Marines", are the best trained already.  
Not too many branches of the military can fight in the water, on the land, 
and in the air; and win.  But you do just that. The Compromise:  Close only 
land north of "the Hammers" and east of Bessemer Mine Road.  Also, take 
the land east of the base toward the south.  That will give you plenty more 
to train on. If that is not suitable for you, then you need to deploy your time 
and energy toward the east to the Wilderness Lands.  You have the lawyer, 
the manpower, and taxpayers' money to make this happen.  Thank you for 
your time,  Charles Hoover 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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).    
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1281 

 
Last Name Hoover 

 
First Name Charles 

 
Comment To Whom it May Concern: The more land that you close to the Public the 

more the surrounding communities will be hurt and dislike the "Base" as 
their neighbor. The towns rely on off-roaders for service to survive 
financially. We buy gas, have lunch and dinner, sometimes even ice cream, 
and on our unlucky days, we buy car parts, get towed, and see a mechanic. 
A lot of people will be financially hurt if we are forced to stop off-roading 
in the place that we have loved for over 35 years.  Please expand the Base 
to the east or take No Action at all. A move to the east would allow the off-
roaders enjoyment of their recreation and continue to support the 
neighboring communities. Thank you for your consideration, Charles 
Hoover 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1282 

 
Last Name Debord 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment I vote for Alternative #3. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1283 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please don't take away one of the few places we have to enjoy with our 

families. Johnson Valley has been for some time our favorite place and also 
the closest to us to go to the desert. Racing is also a big part of our culture 
and we enjoy it as a family activity. My wife for the first time did a timed 
enduro and finished second, she had the biggest smile it was great to see. 
We've made also many friends and enjoy going to certain places on the way 
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there near the ridding places. Which I am sure will suffer economical 
impact once most of the off- roaders stop going.  Thanks for listening, Allen 
(35), Nicole (36), Tyler (8) and Arianna (3) Thanks 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1284 

 
Last Name Houston 

 
First Name Ron 

 
Comment I was born and raised in Big Bear Lake, I still come back to use the Johnson 

Valley area. There are not many places left like Johnson Valley and to 
move the base east makes more since. After all this is the public's land 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1285 

 
Last Name Wood 

 
First Name William 

 
Comment I understand we have to train our military & thank God for everyone of 

them, but why do you need the Johnson Valley ? Seems to me you already 
have huge military bases in the Mojave area and if you need more space I 
suggest anywhere in the middle of Nevada. There's nothing out there for 
many many many square miles. Please leave the Johnson Valley alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1286 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment OUR FAMILY HAS BEEN ENJOYING AND RIDING IN THE 

JOHNSON VALLEY FOR OVER 40 YEARS. WE HOPE OUR GRAND 
CHILDREN AND GREAT GRAND CHILDREN WILL BE ABLE TO 
DO THE SAME. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1287 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Closing Johnson Valley or severly hindering the public's ability to use the 

ohv area is unthinkable.  While I support our military one hundred percent 
this land grab is not ok.  We have the right to use our land and there are 
other areas that are not publicly accessible already that the military could 
expand into. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1288 

 
Last Name Davignon 

 
First Name Stephanie 

 
Comment Taking all or part of Johnson Valley OHV area may be deadly! IF you take 

JV for 2 months of training, how will public safety be assured the other 10 
months? How will unexpolded ordinace be handled? What is the permit 
process and how realistic is it for orgainizations and individuals/families? 
What is the safety impact of relocating the tens of thousands of OHV 
families from JV to the surrounding OHV areas? What is the expected 
increase in accidents and deaths from increased population density in these 
surrounding OHV areas? What is the financial impact on Lucerne, Johnson 
Valley, Yucca Valley, surrounding areas when families and event 
organizers are forced out of the area? What is the financial impact to the 
state from lost revenues as event organizers and families travel to AZ and 
NV for OHV activities? IF the USMC expands into JV OHV area, how far 
in advance will a schedule be available showing closed periods? What is the 
procedure to change closed dates? Will the public have imput into changing 
of closure periods? Who will be responsible for maintaining JV OHV area 
and where will the financial liability rest if used by the USMC two months 
out of the year? We have very limited OHV areas in our State. Please dont' 
take the largest one around. The USMC has other options, we do not! If you 
need to expand, go East or North into non-OHV areas of open desert. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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.   
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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 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.   
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1289 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I'm writing in response to the proposed closure of the Johnson Vally area.  I 

feel this is not a good idea and will have negative impact on not only the 
local JV area but small businesses in so cal, and OHV safety in general.  By 
closing this area down it limits the economic impact OHV usage put's into 
the local area. This closure and others are causing more and more families 
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to be confined to smaller areas and with more people in a small area it's not 
as safe and more accidents/injury's and possible deaths are going to happen 
due to this, we need more areas not less!  Southern California is a hot bed 
for desert racing and because of this it has allowed several small home 
grown shops to be come large company's and provide much needed jobs for 
the community. It has also given alot of kids with no direction a place to 
focus there energy in a positive way to better not only themselves but others 
and the community around them. Please consider another options that leave 
JV open for OHV use. Chris 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 
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Comment ID 1290 
 
Last Name Becker 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment I am OPPOSED to any expansion into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I 

recognize the need to train properly however the Johnson Valley area is one 
of the last remaining LARGE areas of desert that the OHV community still 
has available.  OHV recreation is a FAMILY sport and one that provides a 
steady stream of income to the High Desert area and to Southern California 
in general. As a Veteran, I understand the need to train adaquately. I 
suggest you look to the EAST,even if some roads need to be re-routed. That 
way the Marines can have a larger area and the OHV community can 
maintain what is one of the last great OHV areas in the west coast.  Thank 
you for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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 
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proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1291 

 
Last Name Weaver 

 
First Name Ron 

 
Comment Option #3 is my choice. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1292 

 
Last Name Karnash 

 
First Name Patrick 

 
Comment Go east Marines!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1293 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment Please leave the johnson valley ORV area open to the public! Go east 
 marines! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1294 

 
Last Name Bacon 

 
First Name Jamie 

 
Comment It's always been one of my dreams to attend King of the Hammers and to 4 

wheel at Johnson Valley in general. Should the Marines expand to the West 
(as planned), this will jeopardize one of the greatest 4-wheeling destinations 
in the United States. Please, expand to the East and leave Johnson Valley 
OHV for those who truly appreciate it. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1295 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please consider expanding to the East rather than West in order to save the 

Johnson Valley OHV area. This area brings in some major events and year 
around tourism from all over the country. It would be a shame to lose such 
an area for an expansion that would be equally served by either section of 
land. Thank you. 
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Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1296 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Love the USMC and have a number of friends and family who have served. 

Marines, please go east and not west! Thank you for your service. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1297 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To whom it may concern: I live in Apple Valley and regularly visit and 

enjoy the Johnson Valley OHV area. By regular I mean at least 12 
weekends a year and approximately 8 day trips a year as well. I am a 
fervent supporter of our military and consider myself a patriot. However, it 
should be noted that I am strongly opposed to the proposed 29 Palms 
Marine base expansion to the west. I feel this area should be used by the 
American public for recreational purposes for generations to come. I would 
urge you to consider other options before you take our OHV area away 
from us. Thank You for your time and consideration in this matter. I also 
want to thank you for your service to our country. Be safe. 
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Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1298 

 
Last Name Moles 

 
First Name Dale 

 
Comment Please look east marines, keep our public lands open to us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1299 

 
Last Name Gehrum 

 
First Name Kirby 

 
Comment Please reconsider your acquisition of the Johnson Valley area for training 

grounds and use the land east of 29 Palms.  I took a 10 day vacation out to 
Johnson valley this February of 2011, and plan to return on vacation next 
year. Johnson Valley is a valuable recreation area to the public, and this 
land acquisition would affect tens of thousands of people that regularly use 
the area. Kirby 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.   
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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 1300 
 
Last Name blanton 

 
First Name john 

 
Comment   please expand east not west!! i make a living off of repairing and buildoing 

rigs that go play in that area and i love going there i spend no less than a 
month each year out there!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  
Ultimately, 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 1301 
 
Last Name Schutt 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is the absolute MECCA of offroading in the US, as well as 

the largest open area of OHV land available. Please move 29 Palm EAST! 
Johnson Valley is extremely important to so many, whether involved in Off 
Roading or not. Closing all or part of Johnson Valley would have a 
significant negative impact on many businesses, and the off road industry as 
a whole. We want the Marines to be able to train first and foremost, but ask 
that you please move EAST, and allow us to keep Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  
Ultimately, 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 1302 
 
Last Name Baker 

 
First Name Shawn 

 
Comment To whom it may concern: I am a strong advocate of responsible off-

highway vehicle recreation.  I am also a strong proponent of the brave men 
and women who fight for our freedom at home and abroad. I feel like the 
proposal to expand the 29 Palms training area into the Johnson Valley OHV 
area is needlessly putting two of my biggest passions at odds with each 
other.  I love being free, and I am grateful to the Marines (and other 
services) who keep my family speaking American English and saluting the 
American flag.  One of those freedoms is outdoor recreation. The Johnson 
Valley OHV area is THE premier off-highway vehicle recreation area for 
motorcycles, mountain bikes, trials bikes, desert racing, rockcrawling, 
ATV's, UTV's, and sand rails.  There is no place in the country where I can 
meet friends from across our great nation and go play legally and ethically 
quite like Johnson Valley.  JV's trails, scenery, and entire ecology is perfect 
for responsible OHV use.  We have frequently been shut out of other 
recreation areas by the environmentalist movement.  We'd hate to be shut 
out of our favorite area by our friends the Marines. We support you.  Please 
support us.  There is room to the east of 29 Palms.  I will gladly support a 
proposal to expand there. Best regards,  Shawn W. Baker  Kalispell, MT 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1303 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am not in agreement with the marines proposal of taking this area of 

land, which is designated for the off-roading community. My family and I 
have enjoyed this area for many years. Please re-consider for my childrens 
future enjoyment. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1304 

 
Last Name Skipworth 

 
First Name Linda 
 
Comment I dispatch for my racing team at MORE races and I drive in the Powder Puff 

race. Camping for these weekends provides a highlight in our lives and a 
quality time for our family to support each other. MORE officials are 
conscientious about safety and leaving the environment pristine. I am proud 
to be a member of this organization. Please do not allow the armed services 
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to take away one of the few locations we can have family time and destroy 
the natural environment! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1305 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment A Hand full of people dictate how the masses pursue happiness. It is 

supposed to be just the oppisite. These invasions of citizens rights will 
someday lead to insurection & I think that is their wish.Martial Law-NO 
CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS- Also I might add-Hey all you immigrants 
that came from Mexico- Keep voting for these LIBERALS & you can turn 
this country into one like YOU FLED FROM-Just saying ! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1306 

 
Last Name Swartz 

 
First Name Sam 
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Comment Johnson valley is a great place to take my kids camping and riding, we have 

been going their for many years, if you take that land from us there is no 
where else for us to go. it is important for families to have a place like this 
for their kids. the military has done without this land for all these year, why 
do they need it now. their needs to be an option where it can be shared, 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1307 

 
Last Name Ward 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment If you must expand you area of operation, please consider the land to the 

east to avoid any disruption to Johnson Valley. Thousands of Americans 
use that land for desert recreation every year for safe, family-oriented 
vacations. California is quickly running out of areas for legal off-road 
activities. In fact, Riverside County does not have a single authorized 
location for off-roading even though the state collects millions in gasoline 
tax every year dedicated to off-highway use.  Environmental pressures have 
closed every off-road area in the county and a reduction in Johnson Valley 
acreage would be devastating. Please reconsider your proposed expansion 
and evaluate the potential to expand to the east. 
Thank You! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1308 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment This town's businesses thrive on the weekenders and off roaders. If this 

goes through it will negatively impact the local businesses and economy of 
our town. At present there's enough military air traffic that passes through 
the area. We don't need anymore. At least twice a week, I get buzzed by 
military aircraft/choppers. The noise is a nuisance. This is not an acceptable 
area for use. A less populated one would be more appropriate. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 
 
Response 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1309 

 
Last Name Collins 

 
First Name Keith 
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Comment I am against any expansion.  The military has more than enough land in the 
US west - probably more land than about half the countries on earth have.  
The people need their remaining public lands.  I am adamantly opposed to 
expansion. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1310 

 
Last Name Hovland 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment Please reconsider taking over the Johnson Valley recreation are. My friends 

and family have used this area for off road activities since I was a kid and it 
would be a shame to lose access to said area. The desert has been getting 
smaller and smaller over the past years and there's virtually nowhere to go 
anymore. Taking away yet another recreation area seems so unnecessary 
while there is so many other options for the Marines in other portions of the 
desert. Possibly take over an area that isn't used frequently by so many. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1311 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, I totally support the marines aquiring land to help 

in the training needed to keep our forces top notch and the best in the world. 
What I would like to see is the Marine aquire land to the east of them 
instead of Johnson Valley OHV area. We are already so limited in the areas 
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we can ride offroad and aquiring this area would limit us so much more. All 
I am asking is if it is possible, please aquire lands that are not open for the 
public to use already. Concerned wheeler and patriot, Jason Gray 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1312 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Save the desert for racing 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1313 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment EO3 Mckiben , having served my country for the right of freedom, i feel 

that closer of land that is currently accessible to the public goes against why 
i joined the Seabees/Navy , I do understand the need for more land so the 
the Marines may expand the training capabilities , but there are other 
options they need to consider. there few areas that offer landscapes and 
accessibility to the beauty this country has to offer. The public and the 
military need to work together, but the military's should never be at the 
expense of restricting access to open land the the public currently utilizes. 
signed EO3 Mckiben NMCB 5 served served proud 7 years. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1314 

 
Last Name Faherty 

 
First Name Travis 

 
Comment I would like to ask you to move your operations to the east and not to the 

west. I am an avid 4 wheeler and to the west is a great place in the Lucerene 
Valley called the Hammers. This may sound trivial but finding land like this 
that is open to the public is getting harder to find. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/20/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1315 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Theres no real need to expand the base. The base is huge as is and 

expanding it will take away a area the responsible parties take care of and 
enjoy as a recreation area. If the base does expand it will close the area as 
well as trash it because any one who has been out in the training areas on 29 
Palms knows it's full of garbage. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even unde.r alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1316 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment After being stationed on the east coast most of my career, I was estatic to 

get orders to 29 Palms. Most people would call me deranged, but "The 
Hammers" would be just 40 miles from driveway! No more would we make 
the 4+ hour drives to legally wheel on the east coast. All over the east 
public lands have been shut down, and we pay to sheel in private parks. 
THE BEST thing about 29 Palms is the proximity to Johnson Valley and 
good free OHV area. My family will be dissappointed to see this treasure 
absorbed by the Base! PLEASE GO EAST!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1317 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment It is every American's birthright to use the national forests in multiple ways, 

including outdoor recreation in ALL its forms. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1318 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Although I have never been to Johnson Valley California I do plan to 

vacation there in my lifetime. I love four wheeling and Johnson Valley is 
the where the latest and greatest play. The King of the Hammers is the 
WORLDS greatest off road race. It has brought all aspects of four weeling 
together. New products, jobs, and companies have all been created for this 
event. For the Marines or any government branch to close it down would be 
a war against Americans. .GOV, havent you taken enough from the people? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1319 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing in the hopes of persuading you to keep OHV trails open. I fall 

into a unique group of environmentalists that also enjoy driving OHV trails 
in my jeep. I believe their is a fine balance between preserving nature and 
enjoying it. Far too often we go to extremes and either bulldoze land or lock 
it up for noone to experience. While I admit not all people enjoy their OHV 
responsibly, the majority of people I have encountered respect the land and 
work to educate those that do not. Keeping legal trails open is the best way 
to encourage responsibility and discourages illegal off-roading. A few 
members of Congress recently participated in a fishing event designed to 
get children out and connect with nature. These members felt it was 
important to encourage children to get outdoors and "unplug" from the 5-8 
average hours they spend daily in front of a tv or computer. Nathan Rott, of 
NPR, covered this story and said that "fishing is the outdoor world's 
equivalent of a gateway drug: Get a kid outside with a rod in hand and 
without knowing it, they become the conservationists of tomorrow". I feel 
the same way about off-roading. Thank you for your time and I hope you 
will take my thoughts into consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1320 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Expand East, not West. Leave the Johnson Valley OHV area alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1321 

 
Last Name Knox 

 
First Name Will 

 
Comment As a former 29 Palms resident and Marine I think expanding East would be 

your best choice. Land use for OHV Areas is just as important as 
wilderness areas. Ever day we have to battle to keep our area's open and are 
loosing all places to legally ride. Will Knox 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1322 

 
Last Name Patton 

 
First Name John 
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Comment I'm writing to show my disapproval of option 6.  This option will deeply 

affect my family as we recreate 20 weekends a year in Johnson Valley 
OHV area. This is our family time, this is where I teach my kids camping, 
geology, botany, respect for nature.  This is where we ride to the top of a 
hill turn our bikes off and listen to the sounds of nature, you can't do that in 
the city! This is where my kids climb on rocks and look for lizards.  Please 
don't take our family's only getaway away from us!! I also disagree with 
option 6 because of the state of our state's economy. This option will make 
Lucerne Valley a ghost town. This option will put thousands of people in 
California out of work and close hundreds of businesses. California is the 
nation's leading off-road state, there are thousands of companies, 
dealerships, repair shops in the off-road industry here in California. Closing 
Johnson Valley will affect all of those families as well. Not only that, but I 
feel that closing Johnson Valley will affect our sensitive wildlife habitats 
that are currently closed to off-road riding. When the displaced thousands 
lose their only local riding area some of them will start riding on closed 
lands disrupting sensitive areas. Lucerne Valley, Yucca Valley, Joshua 
Tree, and 29 Palms residents will see increased illegal off-roading around 
their quiet neighborhoods so it will affect those families as well. Expanding 
the Marine Base to the west and closing Johnson Valley will affect 
thousands of families!!! Go east!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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 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, 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1323 

 
Last Name Baker 

 
First Name Shawn 

 
Comment I prefer Alternative 3. Alternative 6 may be the "Preferred" alternative by 

the Marine Corps, but Alernative 3 is win-win, and should be Preferred by 
everybody. Benefits of Alternative 3:   No impact to Johnson Valley OHV 
recreation area, which is a benefit to the local and California economies.  
Less impact to local business owners in 29 Palms, Lander, Lucerne Valley, 
and Barstow, which is a benefit to the local economy.  The Eastern 
alternative is less populated, so will provide less displacement and conflict 
to local residents The area has already been used by the military in the past. 
While this is true of the western area, too, the western area has been 
developed and is in frequent use by American taxpayers. The eastern area 
remains somewhat of a "no man's land". Reasons against Alternative 6  
Reduction in area for off-road and outdoor recreational opportunities  
Reduction in area for the film industry Negative impact on the economy  
Potential impact public health and safety of surrounding communities  Will 
promote illegal riding. Close Johnson Valley OHV area, and people _will_ 
be displaced. Ethical, legal, law-abiding riders will go somewhere else. 
Outlaws will be unwilling or unable to go somewhere else, and may 
continue to ride the area they were accustomed to--even if it's now part of a 
Marine Base.  Please select Alternative 3 as the Preferred Alternative. Best 
regards, Shawn Baker Kalispell, MT 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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 socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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 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.  
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1324 
 
Last Name Michaud 

 
First Name Kriss 

 
Comment On top of everything else, how can we afford for them to pay for this? 

We've used the Johnson Valley for years as a family for our recreation and 
leisure. I can't express how much I and my family would miss the 
opportunity to relax in an area that can hold thousands of riders, yet large 
enough we are not on top of each other. I don't make hundreds of thousands 
of dollars, so I try to stay close to home when on vacation. This would push 
us into more crowded conditions staying local, or push us farther from home 
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costing us more each year to vacation.   I feel the government has taken and 
taken enough, it's time to stop and stop it now. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response 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.   

 
The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 

Comment ID 1325 
 

Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 

First Name 
 

Comment Many would be greatly appreciative if the marines would not take over 
johnson valley. Please go east. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the 
 NEPA process. 
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Comment ID 1326 
 
Last Name Becher 

 
First Name Janelle 

 
Comment If you are going to expand the airforce base in Johnson Valley, please go 

East, and not West. There are many American families that enjoy the 
offroading oppurtunities that are offered in Johnson Valley. Please do not 
ruin this for us. Thanks, Janelle 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1327 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am opposed to the acquisition of this land for the use of the Marines.  

While I support what the Marines do, I also support the use of our deserts 
for family recreation.  The off-road community is constantly losing area to 
recreate due to either environmental or developemental reasons.  Our 
support of family off-road activity has a large economic impact on the 
economies of various desert communities through parts suppliers, 
restuarants, groceries and fuel.  Please allow us to continue enjoying family 
time on our public lands and stop the closure and acquisition. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1328 

 
Last Name Bush 

 
First Name Anthony 
 
Comment There is NO reason this expansion should not move EAST, instead of into 

JV. The "Wilderness" area is no more wilderness than JV its self. The area 
would be losing serious income by removing public rights from the 
MECCA of off roading. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1329 

 
Last Name Morrissey 

 
First Name Dan 
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Comment Keep Johnson Valley open to the public. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1330 

 
Last Name Oden 

 
First Name Kirk 

 
Comment The Johnson Valley OHV area is an area that I have visited numerous times. 

Each time that I visit it I have stayed a local hotels in Barstow, purchased 
gas and groceries at local markets and eaten at area restaurants. Reducing or 
closing down this area not only will you be having a direct affect on a 
hobby that 100's of thousands of people enjoy but also affecting the local 
business owners and employees by significantly reducing the number of 
people that utilize their services. I implore you to not expand the 29 Palms 
training facility to the west and impact one of the most amazing OHV areas 
in the country. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1331 
 
Last Name Ortega 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment My Family and I love Johnson Valley and don't want to have the Marines 

expand westward 
 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1332 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I've been going out to Lucerne Valley area since the 70's as a teenager 

riding dirt bikes. Since then I've aged and now 4 wheeling is my passion for 
the deserts I love so much. Although I am a "Marine Brat" and support 
them in many ways through fundraising, adoption of the 3/1 Battalion out 
of Pendleton by my city (my wife is on the 3/1 Board of Directors) and 
shaking hands of the young heroes I've had the honor of meeting through 
these events, there has to be a better way than to take a premier offroad area 
and to close it off for all time just to run war games a few times of the year. 
I understand the necessity of training and want the best for our young 
heroes and training is the best insurance for bringing them home alive. 
Multi-use is the way to go if the Marines "have to expand". I still think 
between China Lake, Fort Irwin and 29 Palms, there is plenty of 
opportunities for the Marines to do their war games on established huge 
parcels of land that are already closed off for all time. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1333 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment April 21, 2011 Naval Facilities Engineering Command, Southwest  Attn: 

29Palms EIS Project Manager  1220 Pacific Highway San Diego, California 
92132-5190 Dear Sir/Madam: As a long time resident of the Twentynine 
Palms area I am opposed to the proposed expansion of the MCAGCC. Not 
withstanding MCAGCC's public relations statements declaring desire to be 
"good neighbors", adverse impact to rural residential areas from low over-
flights and explosive ordinance firing exercises at uncivil hours are already 
taking an increasing toll on residential quality of life. Given my direct 
experience with MCAGCC indifference to rural resident complaints 
regarding such concerns, I do not look forward to the realities of a post 
expansion environment in the base vicinity. Given that the base expansion 
will likely proceed regardless of any residential opposition, I would like to 
reiterate and endorse the following concerns as expressed by Mr. Phil 
Klasky's comments on behalf of Community ORV Watch as follows. Like 
Mr. Klasky, I am gravely concerned about the likely unintended 
consequences of base expansion into the Johnson Valley OHV area. Should 
you decide to annex all or part of the Johnson Valley OHV area, it is my 
hope that you will see fit to adopt the recommendations set forth in his 
letter.  Thank you for the opportunity to express my concerns, long time 
resident  Twentynine Palms, Ca.  Begin endorsed comments by Community 
ORV Watch: April 12, 2011 Dear Sir/Madam: The purpose of this letter is 
to offer our comments on the 29 Palms Training Land Acquisition/Airspace 
Establishment Draft EIS. We are a non-profit community-based 
organization dedicated to defending our private and public lands from 
illegal and destructive off-road vehicle (ORV) abuse.  Our members reside 
in the Morongo Basin including Johnson Valley and Wonder Valley.  We 
suffer from widespread and consistent ORV trespass on our private 
property, public lands off-limits to ORVs, designated wilderness areas, 
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roads, berms and flood control infrastructure.  ORVs are a major problem 
for law enforcement and code enforcement and produce excessive dust, 
noise and nuisance. We oppose any decision that will place our 
communities in harms way regarding illegal ORV activity.  We are 
EXTREMELY CONCERNED that the base expansion into the Johnson 
Valley OHV recreational area will lead to an increase in illegal ORV 
incursions into our neighborhoods.  In fact, ORV groups have warned that if 
any of their recreational opportunities are impacted, they will use the 
surrounding neighborhoods for their recreation.  The loss of a significant 
portion of the Johnson Valley OHV area will result in adverse impacts 
including: o increased trespass and damage to private and public lands  o 
increased destructio 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response 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.   

 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1334 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please go East Marines! Johnson Valley is the Mecca of four wheeling. 

Thanks for your consideration. Steve Lyon Denver, CO 
 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 
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Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1335 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please choose another, more remote/less utilized location. There is very 

little ORV area for people to use in CA, without closing even more of it to 
our use. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1336 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is an absolutely amazing place, and plays a huge role for the 

Jeep community, and people who enjoy nature in general. I'm only 18, but I 
appreciate what Johnson Valley is, love the pictures I see and I hope when I 
get out of college it is still open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1337 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We have enjoyed Johnson Valley for years. It would be a shame if our 

children and grandkids aren't able to enjoy it also. There must be another 
way to go!! 
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Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1338 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I'm urging the marines not to expand their operations to the west into the 

Johnson Valley OHV area. As a Lucerne Valley resident and Johnson 
Valley user I feel the move west will hurt the fragile local economy by 
killing jobs,lower property values and eventually kill the town of Lucerne 
Valley which gets much business from the Off Highway community 
visiting the OHV area. As a local resident I'm concerned for elevated noise 
levels from military planes and live ordinance.The Johnson Valley OHV 
makes a perfect safe zone between the Marine base and the rural housing 
west of the OHV area. I have been to eastern edge of the OHV area and 
have seen bomb shells on the OHV side of the border.I would hate to see 
live ordinace dropped on Lucerne Valley residents.Again I urge the Marines 
to move to the east where there would be less intrussion on populated areas 
and no impact on the local ecconomy. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response 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 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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As outlined in Section 3.4, Combat Center Order P35.004F 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 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).  

 
 
Comment ID 1339 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please reconsider expanding west into Johnson Valley as this area is highly 

regarded by OHV enthusiasts. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1340 

 
Last Name barbarino 

 
First Name vincent 

 
Comment We play really well with each other and not very well with the other 

services That is what Capt. Nick Mannweiller said.  How well are you 
going to work with us, John Q Public?  Are the Marines really concerned 
about what we want or is this whole process just a Dog and Pony Show?  If, 
for training, you need to a cretain distance why can't you do it in loops?  We 
do it all the time for desert races when there is not enough room for one big 
loop.  In fact the reason we have to do it in loops is that our open land keeps 
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getting smaller and smaller. Congress closes public land for wildernes, to 
save a bug or plant and now you want the to close more designated land so 
you don't have to play well with your siblings.  When is enough going to be 
enough?  Before long all our liberties will be taken away.  Then what will 
you be fighting for?  You should learn how to play well with others, 
especially when you are playing on the same team. Mr. Proudfoot said that 
Fort Irwin does not do live fire environments.  Well then start doing live 
fire environments at Fort Irwin or at Yuma.  Use existing land at established 
bases and save the tax payer some money as well as letting the public 
recreate in Johnson Valley. Why is there not a "nonalternative action"?   I 
am not convinced that the Marines have looked at all their options including 
playing in their own yard. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 
 
Response 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. 
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. 

 
Comment ID 1341 

 
Last Name Sawyer 

 
First Name David 
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Comment Alternative #3 Please.  There's no other place like Johnson Valley and the 
public needs it very much. Please expand to the east. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

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

 
 

Comment ID 1342 
 

Last Name Benz 
 

First Name Jennifer 
 

Comment As an active 4-wheeler and camper of the Johnson Valley Area, I am 
against the alternatives under the proposed Land Acquisition/Airspace 
Establishment Project that take away lands in the are known as Johnson 
Valley. Johnson Valley provides a wide variety of recreational 
opportunities for thousands of people. Taking away this land is unfair to 
the people for whom it brings so much joy. I understand that training is 
essential for a strong military and that certain land must be set aside to 
meet these training needs. This land, however, does not need to be taken 
away from people who actively use it already. Although training areas are 
needed, they should not be taken at the expense of the excitement provided 
by the Johnson Valley area. Many fun and exciting events are held at 
Johnson Valley, such as King of the Hammers, which attract several 
thousand people each year. Please respect and honor the requests to not 
take over the land that is so valuable to me and thousands of others. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1343 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment my name is derrick i am from a small town in central Minnesota and a 

member of rockbottom4x4. wheeling is a way of life and a GREAT way to 
get free labor out of complete strangers! what i mean by this is my club is 
part tree huger, we love our trails and when we are not crawling through 
them we are maintain g, cleaning and loving them like our own. i personally 
have never been to the park in Cali that is under debate but i believe that 
every red blooded American should have a safe and fun ohv park of his 
own. closing this park would be sinful, enough said! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/21/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1344 

 
Last Name King 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment I am totally against the Marine Corps moving their training grounds into the 

Johnson Valley. My family has used this area for recreation for generations 
and do not want any military restrictions or involvment in this area. This 
area has so many historical treasures in Johnson Valley and any resticted 
access would be robbing our citizens of the history and cultural wealth. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.2-20780 

Comment ID 1345 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I started going out to the desert and riding quads and about 9 years ago after 

my Husband died suddenly. This activity was and has been a very peaceful 
and healing time for me. I have since spent a lot of time with my children 
and Grandchildren in the desert at Johnson Valley. We have been to other 
offroad riding areas but always return to Johnson Valley, because we enjoy 
the multitude of riding and the many number of families that are also out in 
this area riding and just spending quality family time. My question to you is 
if the Government chooses to take this area from the many families that use 
this area for many months out of the year what are you going to give us in 
return so that we may still enjoy the much needed family bonding time and 
riding in a safe enviroment? 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1346 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment you can go east of johnson valley and you should. just because its to hard 

on your equipment and personal and you cant perform well out there just 
means your afraid to test yourselves to your fullest.  johnson valley has 
been the home to dessert racers for years and has a community built around 
family ohv not marine training. don't take are land. 
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Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1347 

 
Last Name Crookston 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment I STRONGLY urge either NO ACTION or Alt3. I believe in a strong 

military but any other option takes away valuable recreation area (Johnson 
Valley) that is already scarce. Extending the training area to the east will be 
less of a financial burden to the communities that support the Johnson 
Valley OHV area as well. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1348 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Go east Marines! Thank you for your service! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 1349 
 
Last Name Postel 

 
First Name Kel 

 
Comment Please don't take away Johnson Valley OHV. I love racing motorcycles, and 

this is one of the few areas we have left to do our sport in California. 
Southern California's AMA District 37 is a mecca of Dirtbike racing, and is 
hosting a majority of the National Hare & Hound Associations races. One 
side of my family was a original member of the longest standing racing club 
of District 37, the Checkers. My other grand father was a Marine who lost 
his legs in WWII. That said... I'm sure Marines race bikes in the Johnson 
Valley OHV as well as the rest of us. Desert Racing is one of Americas 
most unique sports and it would be a shame for our greatest defenders to 
take one of the few areas left for us to race in. Thank you,  Kel Postel 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1350 

 
Last Name casper 

 
First Name adam 

 
Comment Please work with us The off road communitee to save johnson valley. We 

have co-existed forever. Lets continue. We are loosing all are land to ride. 
Please dont take this.  Thank you for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1351 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1352 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please keep the Johnson Valley OHV area open like it is now. I go there all 

the time from LA with my friends and family. It would break the kids' 
hearts if we couldn't go to their favorite place in the world. Can't the 
training facility go to the East? That seems to be a better solution for 
everyone. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 
 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1353 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment I OPPOSE ANY TAKING OF OHV LANDS CURRENTLY ENJOYED 

BY THE OFFROAD USERS IN THE JOHNSON VALLEY AREA. WE 
CANNOT AND SHOULD NOT DEVALUE THE IMPORTANCE OF 
THE PUBLIC GOOD DERIVED FROM FAMILY BASED 
WHOLESOME RACING AND TRAIL RIDING. MY TWO 
DAUGHTERS ARE THIRD GENERATION ENTHUIASTS THAT WILL 
HOPEFULLY BE ABLE TO SHARE THE POSITIVE AND HEALTHY 
BENEFITS OF ALL OFFROAD FORMS OF RECREATION. I HAVE 
OVER 195,000 DOLLARS INVESTED IN MY OFFROAD HOBBY. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1354 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Lucerne Valley (Johnson Valley) is where I go to get away from the city, 

and I do it often. I have been riding/racing out there for 10 years at least. 
Being in a club I have got to know the place really well. I love this desert 
and will be just in pain if it ever closes.. I hope there is a solution.... 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1355 
 
Last Name Burke 

 
First Name Don 

 
Comment I am an avid OHV area user. As such I much prefer the "no action" option. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1356 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Been riding/camping in the Johnson Valley area for 20 years with 

family/friends. If the Marines take/close that area it will be a crying shame. 
Not much freedom left in this country anymore. The best I could support 
would be would be to share the area but I do not believe the Marines will 
honor that kind of commitment. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 
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Comment ID 1357 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As president of So Cal MC, I request that you not take any of land that we 

race and ride on in JV.I have been coming out to this area for 40 years with 
family and friends and would hate to see it gone. Thanks,  Mike Arbogast 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 
 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1358 

 
Last Name Barnett 

 
First Name Daniel 

 
Comment You will be taking the only area to ride in that I care about. I've been 

coming here the majority of my life and it is the land I love. There are many 
other options for the marines to choose from. Please choose one of the 
others and leave Johnson Valley OHV alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1359 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment alt. map 3. We currently have such minimal land to camp, ride/race and 

raise our kids in a healthy enviroment, I hope we can keep this land open 
for public use. I don't want to see everyone grow-up connected to X-Box 
while texting indoors. Please keep Johnson Valley Open. Thank you S. 
Dorsey 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1360 

 
Last Name Wyatt 
 
First Name Terry 

 
Comment My family and friends have been using the Johnson valley OHV area for 

four generations (my father, me, my son, and my grandsons) and it would 
be devastating to know that that area would no longer be available for OHV 
use. Please, no one uses the "wilderness" area to the East of the Marine 
Base. Use that area, not where hundreds of families recreate every 
weekend. Do not confiscate the OHV area. At the very most, use the #3 
proposal 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1361 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment If you need more area, use Option 3.  If this is just a land grab, Option 1 is 

my position.  Just leave the OHV area of Johnson Valley alone and use 
other areas for your training.  Phil 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1362 

 
Last Name Lombardo 

 
First Name Vince 

 
Comment The Johnson Valley area is one of the few off road recreational areas we 

have left within the massive LA populous. The off road community 
promotes closer family relationships.closer relationships with our kids. We 
love the Marines and what they do for us, but it seems to me that there is a 
massive amount of desert to the east that could be used and not affect 
family bonding and the local community of Lucerne Valley. This is just too 
close. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1363 

 
Last Name BYRD 

 
First Name ROBERT 

 
Comment I AM A BIG SUPPORTER OF THE MARINES.MY CHURCH HAS 

SUPPORTED MARINE FAMLIES HERE IN THE FALLBROOK AREA. 
HOWEVER ALL OF US THINK THAT TAKING THE LITTLE 
REMAINING RV LAND AWAY FROM THE MOTOTCYCLE RACERS 
IN JOHNSON VALLEY IS FLAT WRONG.THIS LAND GRAB COULD 
BECOME THE RALLING CALL AGAINST THE MARINES FOR THE 
ANTIMALATARY PEOPLE FOR YEARS TO COME.THANK YOU 
FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION OF OUR THOUGHTS. BOB BYRD 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1364 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have enjoyed camping in the Johnson Valley area since 1966. Please do 

not change the access to camping and riding in this Valley so my children 
& grandchildren can enjoy the desert as much as I have. Thank-you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1365 

 
Last Name Davis 

 
First Name Nils 

 
Comment I would very clearly like to register my support for "no action" or alternative 

3. I am an OHV user and so are my family and friends.As you must know, 
the land available for OHV use, specifically motorcycle riding and 
motorcycle racing, is and has been diminishing at a rapid rate over the past 
few decades. This trend is not fading away. If anything, it is accelerating. 
The Southern California high desert, specifically Johnson Valley, provides 
an opportunity for a very large population center (Southern California, Los 
Angeles, High Desert, etc) to come together and ride and recreate together. 
Beyond that, off-road racing is a great american tradition and with 
permitting, insurance, and general restrictions, racing will soon become 
extinct. This would be a blow to thousands of enthusiasts and their families.  
Closing Johnson Valley would eliminate one of the last areas where people 
can come together, enrich their lives, share stories, grow up, challenge 
themselves and learn skills that transfer into life in general. Please DO NOT 
ACQUIRE JOHNSON VALLEY THEREBY ELIMINATING OHV USE. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 
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Comment ID 1366 
 
Last Name ROdriguez 

 
First Name Alexander 

 
Comment I feel Johnson Valley is one of the last places in Souther California where 

all sorts of outdoor admirers' of all sort can go to. From offroaders, 
camping, wild live spectators, even star gazers. Using the land will onle 
take away from public land and also destroy the Johnson Valley. That's why 
I vote for alternative # 3. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1367 

 
Last Name Benjamin 

 
First Name Jeff 

 
Comment Option 1 and option 6 are both unacceptable options.  They both effectively 

take away the Johnson Valley OHV with is vital to the offroad community 
and the surrounding communities financially.  Limiting this area and 
reducing its space will cripple the entire OHV system in place.  Areas left 
open within the Johnson Valley OHV and other OHV areas will become 
more overcrowded than they already are.  This will lead to over use of the 
trails and also numerous additinal accidents leading to injury and possible 
fatalities just from the overcrowded conditionse  Option 3 is the best of 
options but if you need more land for training look to the options that would 
involve taking land from the east or north of the 29 palms base. Thank You, 
Jeff Benjamin 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 

recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
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alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1368 

 
Last Name Mumford 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment No action would be preferred - as so much of public access is already gone. 

If the Marine Corp Base absolutely has to restrict use of more land, Alt 3 
would be preferred where there would be less impact to the public as there 
is not as much open land/trails to the east of the Base. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1369 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Although I understand the need for additional training ground, I would 

request that the military not push into the existing Johnson Valley OHV 
land.  There are other alternatives available that don't reduce the available 
land for OHV enthusiasts, many of which are families that use Johnson 
Valley.  With the shrinking land made available for OHV, we do not want 
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to lose one of the best areas we have today, especially when there are viable 
alternatives available for your purposes.  Thank you for your consideration 
in this matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1370 

 
Last Name Brookover 

 
First Name Tiffany 

 
Comment My family owns 2 homes and land in the beautiful Johnson Valley for the 

past 35 years. We are out there every month, it is our home away from 
home. We've always dreamt of raising many generations in those homes. 
My grandparents, parents, myself & one day my children and my brother & 
sisters children. Johnson Valley brings families, friends and even complete 
strangers close together. You are out in the beautiful desert, no Starbucks, 
No fast food, No freeways... Just the beautiful open skies, open land and the 
unique creatures the desert presents.   The love that the off road community 
has for Johnson Valley is undescribeable. My father for example, when he is 
out on a ride he stops to pick up any left over cans that someone threw out, 
he picks up garbage, cans, anything that doesn't belong there. When we 
were little we use to ask him why he was picking up trash. He always 
responded "Because this is your future, and when you grow up, you'll 
understand and thank me. God has created this desert for us, this is a hidden 
treasure, and made to be enjoed and filled with memories, not filled with 
garbage." I think that statement alone truely sums up why we love, honor 
and cherish Johnson Valley so much. It is our home away from home, and 
we pray that no one takes that away from us.  Thank you for your time. <3 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1371 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment First the greenies want to close our desert for environmental reasons like 

(turtles, flowers, brush). Now the marines want to close us out to (bomb, 
run tanks through, and shoot everything). This makes no sense. Why don't 
you go practice in Iraq, Afghanistan, or Libya? There is plenty of desert 
over there. The marines have gone this long without it why now? We use 
the desert for family outings and to enjoy hobbies with our kids... Move to a 
desert where we cant ride. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1372 

 
Last Name Brookover 

 
First Name Rosalinda 

 
Comment We take good care of our desert. Its the cleanest desert in Southern 

California. The off road public, enjoy and respect our desert. We stay on the 
designated trails, take home our trash and fully respect and love the desert. 
For people like me who own a home in JV, I would be devestated if they 
took away our back yard. Please dont do it! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1373 

 
Last Name Ardito 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment The Johnson Valley is the largest public recreational area in California and 

is used by hundreds of thousands of recreationalists every year. Not only 
will this affect recreational OHV users, it will affect off road races, the 
District 37 races, King of the Hammers, and the community. Taking over 
this area will put a lot of people out of business, and a lot of people without 
jobs. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1374 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment      Save the valley and keep it clean it one of the last fun save offroading spots 

in so cal 
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Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1375 

 
Last Name paisley 

 
First Name robert 

 
Comment Please do not take the land West of the Twenty Nine Palms base. This is a 

valued recreational asset to Southern California. This makes no sense 
whatsoever as there is plenty of land to the East. Please use some common 
sense here! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1376 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family and I spend multiple weekends a year enjoying this beautiful 

desert. We ride quads, drive cars, hike and camp throughout the year. Please 
reconsider any other plan besides taking our desert away from us Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 
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Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1377 

 
Last Name Whitman 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment please keep Johnson Valley open 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1378 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment     During Spring 2011 the we would like the EIS to study an eastward 

expansion of the Marine base or we would like the EIS to study whether 
this expansion is actually needed! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 

process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1379 

 
Last Name bigney 

 
First Name shawn 
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Comment with all the comments allready all I would like to say is just go east and 
leave our park the way it is with the way this stat is we are allready so 
limeted in open ohv land 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1380 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please leave what little OHV area we have left alone. Off roading has kept 

my family together since the 1960's and has quickly dwindled in size to 
almost nothing. As a retired US Marine I do know the value of training, 
especially now. However, there are many more options than to take what 
little area we have left. Our liberties are rapidly dwindling and it is 
shameful that our government continues to see fit to choose what is best for 
us. I was not a Marine and havent worked my whole life in public service to 
just roll over and watch more of my freedoms wrenched from me. Good 
luck on your endeavor, but please leave this family oriented area alone. 
SEMPER FI 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1381 
 
Last Name Byrd 

 
First Name David 
 
Comment I have been recreating with my family in Johnson Valley for over 40 years. 

Johnson Valley is the last of a long line of large racing areas in the west. It 
would be a real shame to lose an entire form of recreation for hundreds of 
thousands of future users of this area. Most people's lives are in need of 
some excitement, some communing with nature, something other than 
sitting in a cube all week and in front of the TV all weekend. Please don't 
take away the last large race area in the west. You will be condemming 
more people to golf. Real people need this area to make there lives whole. 
Sharing the area is silly, it will never work but you know that already. 
Please leave us alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/22/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1382 

 
Last Name Moore 

 
First Name Tim 

 
Comment You do not need to aquire more land for training.  China Lake has plenty of 

airspace to share with all branches of the military and has Cutty Back range 
which is only minutes away by air from Twenty-nine Palms.  Your 
expansion will negatively effect business and recreation in the Johnson 
Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1383 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Save Johnson Valley from military bombing 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1384 

 
Last Name Lampson 

 
First Name Al 

 
Comment Alternative #3 will have less impact on local businesses. It would also allow 

OHV users to maintain an outstanding recreation area. We are being pushed 
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off of OUR lands. Please consider moving to the east. This area was used in 
the past as a training area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1385 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Many offroad areas have closed with no replacement. Soon we will have 

nowhere left to legally enjoy offroading. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1386 

 
Last Name Landfield 
 
First Name Matt 

 
Comment My friends and family not only enjoy Johnson Valley, but a certain amount 

of revenue is genarated at our family's Ford dealership from off roaders as 
well. Please consider an alternative 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response 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, 
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there is expected to be a direct economic impact to individual small 
businesses that are dependent on limited recreational visitor spending and 
direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 1387 

 
Last Name Gordon 

 
First Name Garrett 

 
Comment Trails are shutting down around the nation, don't let this one be added to 

that list. I would like to see this trail/ events stay around for years to come. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1388 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment With all due respect for the Marines needs, I wish there was another way to 

achieve their training other than through the acquisition of federal lands that 
where set aside for the public use. I have viewed the information on your 
web site and attended the public meeting at Ontario High School. The open 
areas left for the public to enjoy with there families and friends is all but 
gone now and the loss of the Johnson Valley area would be a great loss for 
Tens of thousands of  people that utilize it. I can only hope that the 
acquisition can be avoided and that the Marines can find another way to 
solve there training needs. I believe the "small" area the Marines claim 
would be available for the public use part of the year will never happen due 
to liabilities. Please try to find another way to fulfill the training needs and 
leave the land for the public, like make a u-turn and go another direction. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1389 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment With all due respect for the Marines needs, I wish there was another way to 

achieve their training other than through the acquisition of federal lands that 
where set aside for the public use. I have viewed the information on your 
web site and attended the public meeting at Ontario High School. The open 
areas left for the public to enjoy with there families and friends is all but 
gone now and the loss of the Johnson Valley area would be a great loss for 
Tens of thousands of  people that utilize it. I can only hope that the 
acquisition can be avoided and that the Marines can find another way to 
solve there training needs. I believe the ΓÇ£smallΓÇ¥ area the Marines 
claim would be available for the public use part of the year will never 
happen due to liabilities. Please try to find another way to fulfill the training 
needs and leave the land for the public, like make a u-turn and go another 
direction. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1390 
 
Last Name Marks 

 
First Name Melody 

 
Comment I live in the area a little east of the proposed "south" expansion section in 

Wonder Valley. CURRENTLY the late night and early am practice 
bombings are disturbing sleep and causing property damage and it will only 
get worse if they move any closer. I have a cracked window and interior 
cracking - directly due to practice bombings. Do they plan on fixing the 
damage that occurs to people's homes? I'm disabled and can't afford to fix 
the damages caused by the bombings! There also should be some kind of 
curfew placed on how early and how late these bombings can take place - A 
noise ordinance like citizens have to abide by so they don't disturb the peace 
of people LIVING in the area. It's appalling that they don't take this into 
consideration! The noise from the helicopters is another problem when they 
fly too close or directly over homes. This is also very disturbing and shakes 
and rattles everything. I fear my home and others will be further damaged 
or destroyed if the plans for the South expansion area goes forward. 
Wonder Valley used to be a nice, peaceful place to live and now it feels like 
we're in the middle of a war zone already. Please consider there are 
PEOPLE living here!!! WE ARE AMERICANS and we should have the 
right to live here in our homes in peace and without fear of further damage 
to our homes and health! I appreciate what the military does, but it shouldn't 
be at the expense of their own citizens suffering. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1391 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment United States Marine Corps, As a Marine (92-97) I know first hand that it 
is a big priority to ensure civilian life here in the United States is preserved 
at all cost from foreign or domestic enemies. I also know first hand that the 
US armed forces in general take great strides to ensure indigenous civilian 
life in other countries is preserved. I ask the USMC to stop this senseless 
land grab knowing full well it adversely effects the civilian population of 
the United States by removing open freedoms that I and many others have 
fought hard for! Levae Johnson Valley OHV alone and open for the people 
of the United States. If the USMC needs additional room to train take it 
from usn-used land. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1392 

 
Last Name Lemon 

 
First Name Dallas 

 
Comment Please consider option number 3 and allow Johnson Valey to remain open 

all year round. I enjoy that portion of California and even though I have 
only been to Johnson Valley a couple of times, my plans are to visit the area 
more frequently over the next several years and run the Jeep trails. I do stay 
in local hotels and dine at the local dining places. In other words, I 
contribute to the local economy. Now that I have sent my children through 
college, I have more money and time. Thank you for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1393 

 
Last Name Moser 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment As a Vietnam veteran, the question to expand the training range at the 

Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center at Twentynine Palm, California 
to accommodate training exercises for all elements of a Marine 
Expeditionary Brigade should illicit an affirmative response. We want the 
base to expand for modern and future requirements if needed. After all, we 
are patriotic Americans who love all our people in military service and we 
want the Marine Expeditionary Brigade to be the best trained in the world. 
In fact, so well trained that we could achieve the ultimate dream of them 
being deployed and returning home safely without casualties.  The Johnson 
Valley OHV Area is the nearest OHV area for Morongo Basin residents 
(generally identified as the towns of Morongo Valley, Yucca Valley, Joshua 
Tree and Twentynine Palm). Morongo Basin residents spend between two 
to three hours traveling to and from the Johnson Valley OHV Area for off 
road recreation. Other OHV areas are an additional one to two hours away. 
The Department of the Navy's DEIS (Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement) Alternative 6 is not clear about the impact on the Johnson 
Valley OHV Area and continued public access to these lands. Johnson 
Valley OHV Area contains 140,000 acres of land. The DEIS does not 
address how many acres will be consumed by Alternative 6. They just 
throw the public a bone in making the statement: “The Alternative [6] 
would allow for reopening to public recreation use approximately 40,000 
acres of the acquisition area for 10 months a year.”  Does this mean that 
you are taking the entire 140,000 acres, but allowing public access to only 
40,000 acres? This will result in the loss of 100,000 acres of OHV area that 
we will never get back. If this is true, then this is a poor Alternative for the 
public and OHV users. I would opine that Alternative 3 is far superior in 
that it does not involve the removal of significant acreage from our nearest 
OHV area. It would appear that you could take desert lands to the east all 
the way to the Arizona boarder without affecting an OHV area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see Table 2-3 of the EIS for summary 

information on action alternatives. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 
important part of the decision-making process.  This information becomes 
part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process. Ultimately, 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 1394 

 
Last Name McBurney 

 
First Name Charles 

 
Comment It is my wish that nothing changes in johnson valley ohv. thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1395 

 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Doug 

 
Comment Option 3 would be the best. Thank You 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1396 

 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Doug 

 
Comment There is already a shortage of legal land for OHV folks to use PLEASE 

don't take JV OHV area! 
 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20808 

recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1397 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Regarding the 29 palms expantion, Please expand east. I am the son of a 

Marine, and some day wish to become a Marine. But I am also an OHV 
enthusiast and wish to preserve the Johnson Valley land that is used by 
offroaders and any land used by us. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1398 

 
Last Name mcclammy 

 
First Name vince 

 
Comment Keep the public land public!  For the people not FROM the people. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1399 

 
Last Name Kreidemaker 

 
First Name Frank 
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Comment Voting for Alternative #3 on the matter of The Johnson Valley OHV area. 
Keep public land open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 

process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1400 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Three generations of the Lewis family have grown up using Johnson 

Valley. As is, too little riding area is open for competition use, and the 
currently increasing amount of desert closures is killing the sport of off-
road racing. We all take care of our desert like it is our home and protect the 
wildlife with as much care as we can. It is even in our instructions that if we 
come across a desert tortoise that we get off of our bikes and safely move 
the tortoise in the direction it was going, off the trail. Military use in this 
area would greatly reduce the numbers of an already dwindling population 
of tortoise.  I support and love my country, and look up to our men and 
women in uniform. They keep my current and future family safe, but all of 
the land that is currently used for the public should not be handed over for 
military use. Thousands of people each year use the area that you currently 
wish to take, and it would be a complete blow to our morale if the most 
beautiful place we know is taken from us. If this area is given over to the 
military, the sport will likely die. The smaller amount of useable riding 
areas would cause the trails to become too beat up and no one will wish to 
go out to the desert anymore. Please take into consideration all of the other 
people that use this area before the process of taking it over is pushed 
further. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/23/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1401 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment This is a very important area for the OHV community. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1402 

 
Last Name peters 

 
First Name kevin 

 
Comment   please keep JV from being taken from us offroad enthusiasts. there is 

literally no other geological place like that in the entire nation. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1403 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment we need to keep these trails open...if taken care of they can be great 

enjoyment for all to use...its a great time to keep the family together which 
is what this country is failing at right now... 

 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1404 

 
Last Name Gibson 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment I support the "NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE"! The Federal and State 

Governments have already taken away enough public lands from it's 
citizens to use for recreation and cultural activity.  With the wars winding 
down in Iraq and Afganistan, the need for additional lands at 29-Palms is 
diminished.  If the Marine Corps truly needs additional land for training, 
take it from the Mojave Desert Preserve, that will affect fewer people and 
cost the taxpayers less in land acquisitions, relocations, etc. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

 
Response 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 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 
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distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-sized 
training. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1405 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment If I must consider an alternative, it would be #3 any and all environmental 

effects would be further from more populated areas.. Noise, water and 
public lands pollution would have a lesser impact on the populated areas. 
As it is stated in your Geological statement the marine base would be 
required to stay on well defined roads unless training scenarios require 
otherwise.. Basically saying when they must they will destroy the land even 
more so that a group enjoying the secluded lands for hiking and riding 
instead of bombing everything.. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1406 

 
Last Name DeJarnett 

 
First Name Rick 

 
Comment Please choose the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE for this land. Please leave 

this land open to all recreations and family activities. Thank you. 
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Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1407 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please choose the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE and keep this land open 

and free to use for all U.S. citizens. thank you 
 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
 
Comment ID 1408 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I suport the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1409 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I'm hoping that the base acquisition doesn't go through.  I moved from 

Connecticut to Southern California in 2007 for the specific reason of having 
access to vast, open riding areas like Johnson Valley.  I always thought that 
age and physical health would be the limiting factor to where and how often 
I ride 
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Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1410 

 
Last Name Wright 

 
First Name Jake 

 
Comment Go East Marines! I have too many family memories in Johnson Valley that 

I wouldn't trade for anything. I hope that I will be able to share it with my 
kids in the future. I agree that Marines need training grounds, but hopefully 
there is a solution that allows for continued recreational use of Johnson 
valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1411 

 
Last Name Pelphrey 

 
First Name Cory 

 
Comment Please Do Not take more of our Public use land. As a advocate who loves to 

go offroading this land being considered is one of the few areas we as 
offroaders have left. Please consider "NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE". This 
is the best alternative to this decision. I understand the need for Military 
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training but please consider using other land that is not as highly used for 
recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1412 

 
Last Name Griffin 

 
First Name Phillip 

 
Comment    No Action Alternative!   Save the Johnson Valley OHV, do not let one of 

the last natural desert terrains open to public use get sucked out from 
underneath our feet! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1413 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The "No Action" alternative for the 29 Palms base is the most appropriate.  

It is well known that a large percentage of the base is not currently used.  
Why should a very popular public recreation area be taken from the public 
when the base has so much area not used? This is nothing more than a land 
grab. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1414 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please take no action and leave Johnson valley open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/24/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 

process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1415 

 
Last Name prutch 

 
First Name nick 

 
Comment go east marines 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 

process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1416 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 

process. 
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Comment ID 1417 
 
Last Name McElwain 

 
First Name Kirk 

 
Comment Regard the proposed expansion of the 29 Palms Airforce base:As a fixed 

income senior, I have used extensivly the area of proposed expansion. 
Areas close to major population centers like this(LA, Riverside, San 
Bernadino) should remain open if at all possible for public use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1418 

 
Last Name Spielberger 

 
First Name Jeff 

 
Comment I have been visiting the johnson valley OHV area for the last 10 years 

driving thru the various terrain and enjoying the beautiful diverse 
landscape. I also attend the yearly SAR ride. My children have found this to 
be a great area offering hiking / climbing and OHV activities. I live by 
camp pendleton which is probably about 120,000 acres. is it really 
necessary to take over an additional 141,000 acres that is johnson valley 
OHV? i would welcome the discussion. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 1419 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The tree huggers, government and BLM have taken away all public lands 

for off road use and forced the off road community into designated off road 
areas. Now the designated off road areas are being threatened of closure. If 
the acquisition occurs, we will not get the small allocation of land returned. 
As an alternative, maybe another significant area of public land can be 
designated as an off road area in place of the Johnson Valley area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1420 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Hello I am writing in regards to the possible closure of our Lucerne Valley/ 

Bartsow areas and the affect it will have. There are several ways it will 
affect the off road community all of which are negative. I hope you will 
take all options into serious consideration as many people, families and 
companies will be deeply affected by the loss of this land. I have used the 
land myself for many years and had many great family memories from this 
area and I would hate to see it gone as so many other places have. I have 
enjoyed this land for camping, dirt biking, enjoying nature, family outtings, 
racing, offroading and everytime I go there I have spent money with the 
local gas stations, food establishments and other stores. These stores depend 
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on OHV people out there and without them they may not make it. Please do 
not take the land as I believe the value is far more exceeded for OHV, 
Racing and offroad communities than it would be for training purposes. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1421 

 
Last Name Creveling 

 
First Name Jeremy 

 
Comment To whom it may concern,  Regarding the expansion of the 29 palms facility. 

Myself and my family are wholehaeartedly in opposition to this expansion 
effort. I am currently an active duty service memebr and want to see my 
brothers in Arms be able to effectively train but not at the cost of my ever 
dwindling outdoor use areas. The johnson valley has a diverse audience that 
use this area tha tincludes OHV use, OHV competition, rock climbing, 
prospecting, and wildlife observation. This expansion will adversely affect 
all of us including many marines and other service mebers who regularly 
use the Johnson valley area as a recreation destination. If this expansion 
goes through it will directly impact our soldier's and sailor's moral and even 
incite questioning how our military feels about the public. We should be 
protecting the shrinking areas we are allowed to use.  The only acceptable 
option is to find an expansion area that will not impact our OHV areas.  I 
find concern in the dual use option which on the surface the Proposal. that 
allows 189,470 usable acreage_100% 10 months of the year appears to a 
valid compromise. Yet I see the public access to this acerage being severly 
curtailed by lengthy and laborious permitting that will become so 
unachievable that we will not be able to use our land.  I strongly urge you to 
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find ways to ensure that the OHV community will be fully supported and 
not "tricked" into compromising uinder the pre tense of this is the only way 
our Marines can train. We as service mebers and public servants have an 
obligation to protect from all enemies both forgien and domestic. Sincerely, 
Jeremy Creveling 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 
important part of the decision-making process. This information becomes 
part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process. Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1422 
 
Last Name watson 
 
First Name yancy 
 
Comment Hello, My name is Yancy Watson. I am a registered voter and I pay my 

taxes. I am a member of the AMA (*Americian Motorcycle Association), 
District 37 organization and secretary for my Huntington Beach Motorcycle 
Club. I have been coming out to the desert and associated with the race 
scene for more than forty years. My family has done this since I was in 
diapers and now it's my turn to share this experience with my children and 
they are currently off-road enthusiast. I have paid into the 'Green-Sticker' 
program since the first I've purchased a motorcycle and had the Green 
Sticker Fund raided by by government representatives right before our eyes. 
Now the military wants to 'steal' a huge chunk of Johnson Valley OHV for 
training. I am a huge supporter of our troops, but I refuse to stand by and 
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just allow the military throw off-roaders off public land! In Yuma AZ, the 
military already owns 2.8 BILLION ACRES of open land that can be used 
for training... in what world is that not enough open area to perform military 
maneuvers? Please consider leaving the desert open to ALL off-road 
enthusiast... rock climbers, hikers, campers, 4x4ers, side-x-side, 
horse/cowboys, motorcycle racers, truck and buggy racers. If the 
government continues to close the desert, it will be a huge mistake and 
affect millions of everyday people and the company's that we support.
 Please reconsider the military California land grab and go where the 
military ALREADY HAS BILLIONS OF ACRES! Thank you for your 
time. If you have any questions or comments, please do not hestitate to 
contact me. Sincerely, Yancy Watson 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response 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). The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1423 

 
Last Name Pischke 

 
First Name Rob 

 
Comment    My family and I have been going to Johnson Valley since the 1970's. I have 

seen it grow in popularity and dont want to see it taken away. Its a great 
way to spend time with the family and friends and spend time outdoors. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1424 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment How much desert do you need. I am a professional pilot and am quite 

knowledgeable about your operations and the airspace you guys already 
own. Basically you guys own the airspace around MCAS Yuma, 29 Palms, 
all the way north halfway up the Owens Valley towards Bishop. I have an 
idea! Since you guys are in the business of keeping our nation safe and 
soverign, Why not have your excercises along our Southern Border. That 
way the Mexican drug cartels from San Diego all the way to the Gulf of 
Mexico might think twice about how they conduct thier operations. If they 
shoot at us, you can shoot back, you can then train your medics and MP's by 
arresting and giving medical aid to the illegal immigrants that we 
apprehend. There is also acre upon acre that you can use to play tanks and 
artillery. I'm sure that there are farmers down there that would appreciate 
the Marines invading thier lands as opposed to Thugs from the drug cartels 
that are killing farmers, local law enforcement, border patrol, and ICE 
agents. That way you can be trained up for such missions as patrolling the 
border lands along the Afghanistan-Pakistan Border. The BLM lands that 
you want to play tanks and airplanes on, are used by hard working civilians 
that help pay your salaries and buy your tools of the trade. If you 
understood all the time and effort that these people put into thier off road 
vehicles, you would also gain some benefits from thier efforts. Here is an 
example: Where does your light off road vehicle technology come from? 
Guys like these. You are always looking for good Marines aren't you? 
Building and working on these vehicles keep young people off the streets 
and out of trouble. Guess what, these young people are your future, since 
they can design, build, and repair the hardware you so depend on. I know 
that there was an accident that killed 8 people out there one night. 
Unfortunatly is was a case of ignorance turning into stupidity. We at 
M.O.R.E do evewrything we can to insure that everyone has fun and goes 
home safely. We are not the organization that had the accident. Now the 
BLM, along with both of our US Senators, seem to want to punish us for 
the inactions, and unwillingness of some other organization to follow BLM 
rules. Just remember, the military is around to kill people and break things. 
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These Senators want you guys to be thier "Meals on Wheels" program, and 
spread political correctness across this planet. God Bless the Marine Corp. 
For all you do to keep us safe. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1425 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not allow the military to shut down Johnson Valley and thereby 

prohibiting its public use for off-road vehicles.  As an avid off-roader I and 
the members of the off-road club I belong to would hate to see another 
public land restricted from use.  Another reason to keep areas like this open 
is that we get our children involved in off-road sports and hopefully keep 
them away from drugs etc. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1426 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment please consider alternative #3 and expand your areas into the east and save 

this awesome area for the ohv crowd, lots of people will be economically 
affected if you close this place down 
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Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1427 

 
Last Name graham 

 
First Name jeremy 

 
Comment please see my other post, missed the email list 

 
Date Comment Received 4/25/2011 

 
Response Noted. 

 
 
 
Comment ID 1428 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment Come on guy,s. Please use some common sense. Using Johnson / Lucerne 

Valley for training is not the right thing to do. You have 1000 of miles on 
the other side, towards Parker that used to be your training grounds. Patton 
trained his Tanks out on the other side. If it worked for him, it will work for 
you. Leave johnson Valley alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1429 

 
Last Name Sillings 

 
First Name Arlene 

 
Comment The military has enough land for their training exercises at their disposal 

throughout California. The public land is quickly disappearing for the 
general public to use and enjoy for generations to come. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1430 

 
Last Name Morrow 

 
First Name Garrett 

 
Comment please expand East. Thank you. 
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Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1431 

 
Last Name mortensen 

 
First Name wendell 

 
Comment Please consider moving East to expand. Taking one of the few remaining 

off- road areas is not good for California. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1432 

 
Last Name Murphy 

 
First Name Ken 

 
Comment I am an avid offroad and outdoor enthusiast. My family has been enjoying 

the Johnson Valley Offroad area for generations.  This area is a way of life 
for me and my family.  We have spent every holiday and spare moment 
from work there camping and and enjoying our public use land area for 
years.  Loss of this would be absolutley devastating to my family and 
friends which use this area regualrly.  With no legal riding area anywhere 
else close by in the california area this would cause substantial impact on 
the entire offroad comunity and our right to use our public lands. I also 
belong to a a ministerey group in my church which has used this area in our 
outreach to touch many lives through comon ground and love for our sport 
and our god.  The loss of this god given land and righ to use this public area 
and allow us to bond as with our fellow offroaders would be irreplacible for 
our comunity and our freedom. Offroading and camping in Johnson Valley 
has given me somthing to ook forward to and strive to do my entire life.  
Keeping me from getting in trouble as a kid and keeping me active in racing 
helped give me the drive, and skill to be succesful in life.  I use these same 
values to help keep my children and family doing the right thing and 
participating in offroad racing, camping, recreational riding to keep every 
one involved, happy, and on the right path. I am very happy and proud to be 
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part of this great country where we have the freedom to enjoy the outdoors 
and do the things we do in Johnson Valley.  And I am thankful for the 
Military for fighting to help keep these freedoms.  I do feel that the 29 
Palms base is already the largest base in our area and there is no need to 
take the OHV area that brings so muhc joy and much needed freedom to so 
many people away.  If the training space is needed for the benifit of the 
military and there success the are plenty of other areas that are not used  the 
public and will not impact so many thousands 
of families and off road enthusiasts. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1433 

 
Last Name Kardos 

 
First Name Robin 

 
Comment We have been lucky enough to use this area for as long as I can remember I 

will be 30 in November just to give you an idea on how long my family has 
been using OHV areas and now I take my boys there..it would be 
devastating to me and my family if it was taken away please find another 
way.. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1434 
 
Last Name bernocco 

 
First Name eric 

 
Comment Please consider other alternatives. These lands and spaces should be 

available for public use. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1435 

 
Last Name bernocco 

 
First Name eric 

 
Comment This area should remain open to general public use. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1436 

 
Last Name Gordinier 
 
First Name Riley 

 
Comment Please expand to the north or east.  When our vacation home in Homestead 

Valley (near Landers) was built around 1960 there were no booms from the 
base. Now we often are subjected to building-shaking booms. Any 
expansion to the west will increase the nuisance, and decrease the nearby 
area we use for outdoor recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 

 
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 and aircraft operations under the 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1437 

 
Last Name Jeffrey 

 
First Name Devon 

 
Comment Please keep this land open as it is how I make my living and enjoy desert 

outings with my family. I am a huge off road racer, rider, and hiker. I don't 
want to loose this land in my generation or my childerens. Please take out 
letters into consideration.   Thank you Devon Jeffrey 

 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1438 

 
Last Name Gordinier 

 
First Name Riley 

 
Comment I strongly favor Alternative 3 of the Draft EIR. I take Alternative 6 as a 

second choice, because it offers at least some access to the southern portion 
of the West Study Area. I would be most impacted by access closure and 
military activity in the southern tip of the West Study Area. I say this as a 
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landowner in Homestead Valley (west of Spy Mt.) who runs, hikes, climbs, 
drives and photographs for recreation in the southern west study area, north 
to a line roughly through the old Los Padres Mine. We have been 
increasingly affected by ordnance noise from the base, which shakes the 
house. Expansion to the west will increase the impact, particularly activity 
in the southern part of the west study area. It will also limit or prevent use 
of an area I can reach on foot, which is part of the enjoyment of the location 
of my vacation home. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1439 

 
Last Name Bishop 

 
First Name Steven 

 
Comment The taking over of Johnson Valley SRVA by the U.S. Marines is a horrible 

idea. The areas that are dissappearing for families to enjoy and utilize are 
now few and far between in the Southern CA area. If the self righteous 
environmental groups knew what exactly the military is and will do on these 
lands, they would put a stop to that as well. Let's put it to a vote instead of 
skirting the democratic way.  DO NOT BE FOOLED BY THE 
GOVERNMENT. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 
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Response 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 appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1440 

 
Last Name Paddack 

 
First Name Leah 
 
Comment I support the United States military services. I understand they need space 

to train. However, I do not think taking over the Johnson Valley recreation 
area is the best decision, especially when the base could expand to the east 
instead. Because this is the largest area in California for the use of off road 
vehicles, the Johnson Valley races draw a very large crowd of people to 
attend. Many of these people depend on the surrounding communities for 
supplies such as fuel, food, RV storage, and many other products. The 
communities in this area are small and the businesses depend on the traffic 
provided by the events held in the Johnson Valley. Taking away this land 
would not only take away one of the last remaining off road riding areas, 
but it would potentially devestate economically many of the surrounding 
communities - communities who are already struggling to stay affloat in an 
economic crisis. I must oppose the expansion. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/26/2011 

 
Response The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1441 

 
Last Name Eckmann 

 
First Name Mark 
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Comment That land in Lucern Valley is the United States Citizens. The military has 
enough of the land already. If they don't have enough land in California use 
the land in Arizona that is about 500,000 acres. That land we the tax payers 
have already paid for. Let us keep that land in Lucern for our kids and their 
kids to ride. We have paid for that land with our taxes and green/red sticker 
funds. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/27/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1442 

 
Last Name Eckmann 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment The military has enough of our land in California already and 29 Palms has 

enough land. Talk to Marines that have been on the training grounds they 
have now and they have not seen the boundery line at 29 Palms. I have 
spoke to a few and they have been on one week training missions and have 
not seen it all. The Military has what 500,000 acres in Arizona for training 
isn't that enough of the taxer payers money at work. Wow the government 
wants to take over Lucern Valley some tough times in the United States. 
How much would us the tax payers have to pay just to put the fence around 
it. Lucern Valley is paid for by GREEN and RED sticker funds. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/27/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1443 

 
Last Name Eckmann 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment Lucern Valley is paid for by GREEN and RED sticker funds. The United 

States government is in debt already just think how much a fence would 
cost to put up around all that new area. I would love to bid on that contract. 
Lucern Valley is a great land use area for people all over the U.S. to come 
and enjoy. The Military has some 1,000,000 acres in Arizona for this 
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training already so keep using that area. I have spoken to some 29 Palms 
Marine vets that have been on week long missions in 29 Palms training area 
and they have not seen all the land out their so why do they need more land 
to destroy and kill animals   , fossils, plants and other things. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/27/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1444 

 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Kevin 

 
Comment I am an avid off-raod enthusiest who has just begun to frequent this location 

within the last 3 years. I have two young sons who have just recently started 
riding dirt bikes and this has become our favorite camping/ riding area. I 
would hate to see this area closed down and I am not sure if we would be 
able to spend this quality time as a family together if we were unable to 
visit this beautiful riding area. I come from a military family myself and I 
am proud to support anything having to do with expanding and improving 
our military. However, I feel there are several other options of expansion 
and closing this riding area just does not seem to make a hole lot of sense. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/27/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1445 

 
Last Name Bernal 
 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment Some call off road a recreation, sport, hobby, a way of life and freedom and 

most would say all of the above and some. This place need's to remain open 
to the public... 
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Date Comment Received 4/27/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1446 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family & friends have been going to Johnson Valley & Couger Butes 

for Years (60+). Numerous races & other events take place there - every 
year - scheduled or not. I strongly suggest you go EAST - nobody goes out 
that way. It would solve numerous problems with hundreds of thousands of 
weekenders that frequent the west area.   New thought - How about you 
take all the money & solders that practice killing.  Stay in the USA & keep 
our borders safe for the citizens of this wonderful country. Take the extra 
money & help the homeless & raise the poverty level here - then worry 
about the rest of the world.  HELP OURSELVES FIRST - THEN 
ANYONE ELSE WE CAN SECOND - IF ANYTHING IS LEFT.  Maybe 
we could work towards peace instead of practicing death. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/27/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1447 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment In order to save the wilderness that me and my family use, please consider 

moving the Marines to the East. I enjoy Johnson Valley area throughout the 
wheeling season and wish for my kids to enjoy it as well. Thanks 

 
Date Comment Received 4/27/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1448 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not take Johnson Valley from the public, allow the Marines to 

expand to the east. I have hundreds of friends that enjoy the desert and the 
area for it's wonderful trials. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/27/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1449 

 
Last Name Fanning 

 
First Name Blaine 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is a one of a kind OHV recreation area that should be kept 

the way it is. If there are other alternatives that can provide the same 
outcome for the military I would urge that they go that route. Things to 
think about if this area is made off limits to the OHV recreation community 
are, economy, and the potential for illegal OHV use in this area. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/27/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1450 
 
Last Name Anondson 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment As a lifelong (45+ years) offroad riding/racing enthusiast, I feel that I am 

qualified in voicing an educated opinion on the impact that taking more 
public lands will have on my sport. On the other hand, I really have no idea 
if we are being told the truth, that the public land in question is really 
needed for expansion or just a land grab by a huge government agency. I 
am hopeful that the Marine Corps can see how important this particular area 
is to many people and keep things as they are, or if necessary to reach some 
type of amicable compromise. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/28/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1451 

 
Last Name Meyers 

 
First Name Karen 

 
Comment Because I live in Wonder Valley, I am very concerned about the Base 

Expansion plans. I personally know neighbors who live on Poleline Rd, 
who would be directly across the road from the MCB if the South Study 
Area were to be acquired for the expansion. Because of this, and because 
our own property value (on 3 properties) will drop even farther than it 
already has, I do not want the South Study Area to be acquired. As for the 
East Study Area, there will be many, many problems, mainly involving 
Amboy Road, if that Study Area is acquired. Believe me, it is MUCH more 
well-traveled than you are stating. We need Amboy Road to remain open at 
all times; therefore, I do not want the East Area to be acquired. Also, a little 
note about the Cleghorn Lakes Wilderness Area ...... this is a wonderful 
pristine desert area that is enjoyed by so many. It is the perfect getaway in 
which to hike and/or relax and really connect with nature.  Please do not 
take it under any circumstances. I notice it is not in either Study Area, but I 
believe that is because it would be acquired later. Please leave it here for all 
of us, and for the generations in the future. And, as for the West Study 
Area, I truly hate to see the OHV enthusiasts lose any of this wonderful area 
for riding & events, but I have to say that I don't believe there are any 
residents in the OHV area, and any tortoises have long ago been killed or 
buried. Still, because of the intense use of this area by OHV riders, I do not 
want the West Area to be acquired. So, in summation, I really don't want to 
give up any land, but I also understand that you need it to accomplish 
training that helps keep our nation free, so the only logical solution is 
compromise. My suggestion involves everyone giving something (except 
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for Cleghorn Lakes!). In the South Study Area, I think you should take up 
to the 1st section line north of Poleline Rd. In the East Study Area, I think 
you should take up to the 1st section line west of Amboy Road (it would 
zig-zag as the road curves). And in the West Study Area, I think you should 
take up to the 6th section line east of The Rock Pile in the JV OHV Area. 
(If you are still TRULY short of the needed square miles, move the 
boundary west by 1 or 2 section lines.) In this manner, I think you could 
obtain the square miles that you need without devastating any single area. 
Thank you for considering my comments and suggestions. Sincerely, Karen 
L Meyers 

 
Date Comment Received 4/28/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1452 

 
Last Name cortum 

 
First Name christopher 

 
Comment My family have lived in California for 80 years, All I have see is the 

removal of public lands and closure of off road desert areas. Also I have 
seen enormous bases close and just sit there with the land not being used. 
Why dont you expand in an area that is NOT used by the hard working tax 
payers of ths country. We work and pay taxes and then our monies are used 
to take our preciuos lands from us. Come on, when is enough enough? The 
desert is huge, find someplace else. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/28/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1453 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a man that has enjoyed the Desert and specifically the Johnson Valley 

all of my live it is a huge disservice to remove it from the public's access. 
There are fewer and fewer area in the Southern California area that provide 
the unique opportunities found in this area of the Mojave. While I hold the 
training of our Marines as a high priority I find it difficult to understand 
why now the need to annex such a unique area of the Southern California 
desert. Marines have been training for years without access to this area 
which is located so close to the 10 million residents of the greater Southern 
California area. I might suggest the Marines look at an area in Neveda, 
since the US Government already "owns" most all of the State.  Limiting 
the Johnson Valley Area to the MArines is an insurmountable removal of 
Public lands that provide for the needs of literally millions of Californians. I 
am against changing the status of the Johnson Valley. I do not support the 
Marine Corps land acquisition and airspace establishiment expansion in the 
Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/28/2011 

 
Response 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 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1454 

 
Last Name Hiemstra 

 
First Name Raymond 
 
Comment As a frequent user of the Johnson Valley OHV area I am concerned about 

the level of use the Marine Corps is requesting as part of the proposed Base 
expansion. I think a compromise can be worked out that allows greater 
access that envisioned in option 6. I suggest a new option that allows the 
marines exclusive use of the area in November and December and full 
public access at other times. There is no reason why the marines should be 
leaving ordinance after their training sessions that would preclude 
continued public use. This is a multiple use area that includes military use) 
and it should stay that way. There is room for the marines and the public to 
both use the entirea area and this option needs further exploration as a 
seperate option. Thank you for considering my comment 

 
Date Comment Received 4/28/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1455 

 
Last Name Henahan 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment I would like to express my enthusiasm for off-highway recreation in the 

Johnson Valley OHV (off-highway vehicle) area.  I travel from the central 
coast of California to compete in sanctioned truck races in this OHV area.  I 
always purchase fuel and food from local businesses when doing this.  I 
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hope the USMC will continue to consider the recreation and economic 
needs of the public.  Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 4/28/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1456 

 
Last Name Searah 

 
First Name Raymond 
 
Comment SAVE JOHNSON VALLEY 

 
Date Comment Received 4/28/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1457 

 
Last Name Searah 

 
First Name Raymond 

 
Comment SAVE THE HAMMERS!!! SAVE JOHNSON VALLEY!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/28/2011 
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Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1458 

 
Last Name Searah 

 
First Name Raymond 

 
Comment SAVE THE HAMMERS!!! SAVE JOHNSON VALLEY!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 4/28/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1459 

 
Last Name VanPetten 

 
First Name Karl 

 
Comment Hello, I am against the DOD acquiring the area known as Johnson Valley 

Off Road Area. It is one of the Few ORV areas of it's kind if not the ONLY 
area of it's kind open to off road vehicles in North America. Please 
reconsider and perhaps choose a different location to train our military. I do 
appreciate out military and the fact that they need to train, but please don't 
take an area that means so much to so many. There are other areas for the 
military to train. I travel to the area from Washington State at least twice a 
year to recreate with my family. Losing Johnson Valley would be truly 
saddening. Thank you for your time. Karl VanPetten  Sultan, Washington 

 
Date Comment Received 4/28/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1460 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I was recently contacted by a good number of friends from the southern 

California area regarding the expansion of the marine training area in 
Johnson Valley.  Granted, geographically I am far removed from the subject 
area, but I know all too well the distress this proposition has brought to the 
many people who have come to endear the area.  As such, I would like to 
briefly offer my insight on the matter on their behalf. Legal, recreational 
land across the country is being seized for new commercial venues, private 
sector expansions and, yes, government and military staging and training 
areas at a progressively increasing rate.  I hardly oppose these actions.  
They are all a fundamental part of our free, capitalist way of life in 
America.  I also very strongly support the acquisition of new and 
appropriate training facilities for our troops and their subsidiaries.  
However, I do ask that such actions be thoroughly and deliberately planned 
and researched before being carried out.  I hate to see such beautiful and 
unique landscape taken away from the public and the many events hosted 
there when suitable lands rest in just a short distance in another direction.  I 
know the solution is never quiet that simple, but I urge the parties involved 
to explore any and all suitable and appropriate alternatives. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/28/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1461 

 
Last Name Underwood 

 
First Name Terry 

 
Comment As a Marine Veteran, I am the first to support our Corps and the freedom 

they allow us in this great country. It is the Marines and the rest of the 
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armed forces that allow me to enjoy my four-wheeling hobby; that being 
said, I join the others in the request for the Marine Corps to reconsider 
basing their training in Johnson Valley, home to one of our nation's best 
OHV areas. I live in Virginia Beach, but still enjoy watching The King Of 
The Hammers off-road and desert race competition in Johnson Valley and 
hope to compete in it someday The closure of Johnson Valley would be a 
detrimental loss to the recreationalist and four-wheel drive communities. I 
thank the Marine Corps for their service to our great country, and I pray that 
they might consider the desert areas surrounding Johnson Valley for the 
future location of their training facilities. Thank you for your time and 
consideration, Terry C. Underwood 3/2 Kilo Co, Wpns Plt, Assault Section 
95-99|4/29/2011 

 
Date Comment Received 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1462 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Why should this landmark of off-roading territory be held out of public 

access? As an off-roader myself, I have often dreamed of going to Johnson 
Valley and enjoying the majesty that is currently available to the public.  It 
is one of my goals to see that this dream is fulfilled but this will only be 
possible if it remains open to the public.  Please seek out other venues to 
fulfill the needs of the Marines.  I am extremely grateful and in debt to the 
people that serve in the Marines but surely there are other locations 
available for training exercises. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/29/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1463 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an entire offroad community, we are losing more and more areas for us 

to enjoy our hobby. Say you were obsessed with football and had to play 
everyday.  Now say somebody doesnt like fields, or grass for that matter, 
and begins destroying any and all football fields, parks, or just any open 
area where you could play a game of football if you wanted to. Or say you 
are very religious and always go to church, but somebody decided to start 
demolishing churches one by one; gaining more power and momentum with 
each one and caring less and less for the people it affects. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/29/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 

process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1464 

 
Last Name Hart 

 
First Name Sreven 

 
Comment Discussions within our club (Borrego 4 Wheelers) consistantly confirm to 

us that alternative 3 holds the best answer for the people of California. The 
OHV area is of great inportance to all in the off road community. Everyone 
from manufacturers of off road products, local business, and the family and 
friends who flock to this area will suffer if a closure is enacted.  Johnson 
Valley is also home to the famous King of the Hammers race, which 
thousands of people consider the " World Series " of off road events. 
Borrego 4 Wheelers urges you to look elsewhere for the Marine Corps 
expansion.  Steve Hart, President, Borrego 4 Wheelers 

 
Date Comment Received 4/29/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
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to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1465 

 
Last Name Stevens 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment I am a district 37 desert racer. johnson valley is an important part to the off 

road season and with it gone are riding area would be extremly small. My 
whole family loves riding and when we go out we bound, laugh and joke. i 
would hate for johnson valley to be closed down do to a new army base. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/29/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1466 

 
Last Name mccallick 

 
First Name james 

 
Comment I am opposed to any change or restritions to land use that will lower the 

value and enjoyment of my land in the affected area I have not seen any 
reports on how this will afect the local residents and famlies due to the 
prposed restrictions to blm land and polices.There should be a vote for the 
residents and busness that will be affected prior to any changes to create a 
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report on how this will afect the public land users and land owners all of us 
should be contacted the provided info from the base & county is hard to 
gather and understand there needs to be a contact at the county for use 

 
Date Comment Received 4/29/2011 

 
Response 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.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 1467 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am a patriotic American who served time with the U.S. Army and I am an 

off- road vehicle enthusiast. I support the need for America's fighting men 
and women to have realistic training areas. However, I DO NOT support 
the acquisition of the Johnson Valley OHV area for our Marines to train. 
Multiple- use recreation has been constantly attacked by environmental 
groups, and we have been forced into ever smaller and smaller areas. 
Johnson Valley OHV area is THE premier OHV area in the entire country. 
Its closure to off-road use is unacceptable. The military has the ability to 
take nearly any area necessary for training'please select another area. I 
travel to the Johnson Valley OHV area regularly, and spend thousands of 
dollars in the area. When several tens of thousands of people visit the area 
each year for rockcrawling, mining, desert racing, motorcycle racing, and 
camping in the desert with their families, the impact of our use is beneficial 
to every community along the way when we stop to stock up on food, fuel, 
snacks, parts, etc. The economic impact of this closure to the nearby 
California communities Yucca Valley, Landers, Lucerne, Apple Valley, 
Hesperia, Victorville, and Barstow will be terrible. Finally, just as has 
happened when environmentalists have closed our trails, responsible off-
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road enthusiasts are forced onto ever smaller areas, and even though we go 
to great lengths to Tread Lightly and minimize our impact on the 
environment, our impact is cumulative. The vast majority of us are patriotic 
supporters of our armed forces'please do not take so much from some of 
your biggest advocates. I am in full support of a realistic training area for 
the Marines. I am in full opposition of using THIS area to train Marines. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/29/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1468 

 
Last Name Broaddus 

 
First Name Nathan 

 
Comment I don't understand why this Marine Corps base needs to take the land that 

we use. Is there not enough desert somewhere else that they can use? We 
have been racing and riding for fun in this area for a long, long time now 
and now the Marines think that it would be ok just to take it from us. 
Offroad racing and riding originated right in this area that you guys are 
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purposing to take away from the sport. The offread motorcycles that are 
made today are because of the California Desert right in this area. Japanese 
companies would come all the way to this area just to test their bikes on this 
terrain. The countless families that come to this area for family vacations 
will now not be able to come and do so. Tell the Marine Corps that they can 
do live fire tests in the parts of the desert that no one uses. Plenty of people 
use the are that is being taken from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/29/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1469 

 
Last Name Swanson 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment Its ridiculous that THEY are willing to close down a huge area of land that I 

grew up riding and having fun with family members for over 35 years. The 
impact on local stores,fast food and gas stations in that area will be huge. 
So lets see...close the area so the military can just come in and destroy it 
with tanks and mortor shells. Ther are thousands of acres of dessert on the 
other side of the base that is not being used..go there and leave our 
designated OHV area alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 4/29/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 1470 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I believe Alternative #3 to be in the best interest of the people. Closing 

areas of the people's land to the people is un-American. It goes against the 
principals we are fighting for overseas.  Too much American land has been 
removed from the public's use and enjoyment already. Choose alternative 
#3 because;   The area has already been used for training by the military in 
the past,  No impact to OHV, camping hiking and such opportunities in 
Johnson Valley,  Less impact to local business owners  Less impact to 
recreational opportunities  Less populated  Economy will be less affected  
Thanks, 

 
Date Comment Received 4/30/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1471 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I believe Alternative #3 to be in the best interest of the people. Closing 

areas of the people's land to the people is un-American. It goes against the 
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principals we are fighting for overseas. Too much American land has been 
removed from the public's use and enjoyment already. Choose alternative 
#3 because;  The area has already been used for training by the military in 
the past, No impact to OHV, camping hiking and such opportunities in 
Johnson Valley,  Less impact to local business owners Less impact to 
recreational opportunities Less populated Economy will be less affected  
Thanks, 

 
Date Comment Received 4/30/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1472 

 
Last Name Kritzberger 

 
First Name Kevin 

 
Comment Regarding the "Johnson Valley" proposed area, I strongly urge a "no 

action" action be taken to conserve what few recreation areas we have left. 
 
Date Comment Received 4/30/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 

 process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1473 

 
Last Name Poillon 
 
First Name Peter 
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Comment I am in favor of the expansion of the 29 palms Marine Base area 
 
Date Comment Received 4/30/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 

 process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1474 

 
Last Name Gasper 

 
First Name Scot 

 
Comment I have opened Lucerne Valley Investment Inc. this year. We are planing to 

open three new business in Lucerne Valley,Ca. I am planing to spend 
$4,500,000.00 Dollars, and hire about 50 people. If this land Acquisitions 
happens I will lose money and will not be able to hire as many people. We 
will count on the off- road user that use that land. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/1/2011 

 
Response The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1475 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am against the marine expansion johnson valley aka hammers is a 

wonderful area me friends and family enjoy many trips a year to there to 
enjoy camping and rock crawling and it's also the home of koh it would be a 
shame to see our spots we enjoy keep disappearing left and right please 
keep our lands open so everyone can keep enjoying the location for years to 
come 

 
Date Comment Received 5/1/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1476 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment I am against the marine expansion johnson valley aka hammers is a 

wonderful area me friends and family enjoy many trips a year to there to 
enjoy camping and rock crawling and it's also the home of koh it would be a 
shame to see our spots we enjoy keep disappearing left and right please 
keep our lands open so everyone can keep enjoying the location for years to 
come 

 
Date Comment Received 5/1/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1477 

 
Last Name Riddoch 

 
First Name Tammy 

 
Comment Great family sport - dont take it away! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/2/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 1478 
 
Last Name Riddoch 

 
First Name ray 

 
Comment Dont wreck this 

 
Date Comment Received 5/2/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1479 

 
Last Name Mitchell 

 
First Name Joe 

 
Comment I SUPPORT THE MARINES PROPOSED ALT 6 EXPANSION TO 

FACILITATE BRIGADE LEVEL COMBINED FIRE TRAINING.  I live 
2 miles from the south boundary of the 29 Palms base and am familiar with 
Marines training.  The proposed Alt 6 seems like a well thought out plan 
that seeks to preserve limited public use while providing an extremely 
important training ability.  The small reduction in occasional recreational 
use of the area, is a very small price to pay for insuring that Marines are as 
well prepared as possible when they put their life in harms way to protect 
all of us. There should be no higher purpose for use of this land. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/2/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1480 

 
Last Name SanAngelo 

 
First Name Darren 

 
Comment We all of us in the off road community need these places to go and ride, 

camp, 4X4, hike, some of us make our living off of those who use these 
lands. It will be a great injustice to us they are taking away. 
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Date Comment Received 5/2/2011 
 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1481 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment    Reviewing the air spaces around the base would really hurt the air traffic in 

our area. I am a glider pilot and a Private pilot. I am also a member of the 
29 Soaring Club which operates at the Twentynine palms airport. With the 
MOA around the airport it would become very difficult to fly at the airport. 
For the power side of flying it will make it difficult to transition the aera to 
such places as Big Bear, Apple Valley, Parker, AZ, Gene, NV. just to name 
a few. The military aircraft won't monitor the common Frequency in the 
area, we as civilians sure cannot monitor their frequency, so there is mid air 
collision waiting to happen. As the Club flies the gliders at altitudes from 
the ground all the way up to 10,000 ft. This MOA is a bad idea and will 
make the air space more dangerous and crowded then it is already. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/2/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps 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 Marine Corps, airport operators, and other aviation 
interests, as appropriate. The FAA outlines procedures for public use 
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airports within boundaries of restricted airspace, these procedures will be 
followed for all airspace proposals. Marine Corps 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1482 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I believe that the proposed plan to expand into existing California OHV 

land should be reconstructed or reconsidered altogether based on necessity 
of land use for military purposes and the funding of this expansion. It is 
clear that the majority of Californians, and every Californian thereof 
utilizing these lands for their own enjoyment, is AGAINST this military 
base expansion, and I support their cause to save Johnson Valley and 
surrounding OHV areas of the Mojave. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/2/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1483 

 
Last Name Cummings 

 
First Name Arvid 

 
Comment LEAVE JOHNSON VALLEY ALONE,,I VOTE FOR ALTERNATIVE # 
 3 

 
Date Comment Received 5/3/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 1484 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My husband works long hard hours all week, looking forward to the 

weekend so he and our son can go riding in Johnson Valley. We pay our 
taxes and receive no welfare whatsoever. In today economy, it's about the 
only fun thing we can afford to do. We can't afford Disneyland visits, movie 
outings etc. PLEASE leave Johnson Valley open for to the public. We 
know so many other families that enjoy weekends out there too. It really is 
important family time for us and stress relief after a long work week. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/3/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1485 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please inlarge the 29 Palms Base to the East 

 
Date Comment Received 5/3/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1486 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment There is no reason to expand into Johnson Valley area. The marine base 
already has plenty of land for training use. I believe this only to be a 
land/power grab and unnecessary for military training purposes. LEAVE 
JOHNSON VALLEY ALONE!!!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/3/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1487 

 
Last Name Westbrook 

 
First Name Norma 
 
Comment I realize the Marines may need more space to do manuvers, but why take 

the land that is being used for recreation away to the west of 29 Palms. 
What is wrong with the land to the east and to the north of state highway 
40. There is plenty of open land out there. Besides coming west you will 
interfere with the economy of the town of Lucerne Valley and Apple 
Valley, the market, gas stations, and restaurants will all suffer from this 
take-over of already useful land. Do the politians realize this or do they 
want to look good, and care about what is good for citizens? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/3/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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 EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on 
limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
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sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 1488 

 
Last Name Skelton 

 
First Name Teri 

 
Comment Come on please leave the land alone that families are using for family 

activities. The military has enough land. If the marines need to have more 
room, go down to Camp Pendleton and use it. Everyone is taking away the 
land we all like having fun on four wheeling with our families in a good 
environment. The Military has enough land to use, use it before you take 
more away from the people. I totally understand the military need training 
and I have no problem with that... Train them where the land is already there 
for you! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/3/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1489 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We understand the marines needs some area to train in.. But when will it 

stop. Everything the Public has is being taken away from us.. This country 
is turning out to be no greater then any other country.. Its turning out to be 
not so much the land of the free any more.. There is alot of Desert in the 
West and plenty for the Marines to train in. I am very gratefull for the things 
the armed forces do for us. But we need to continue to make this land worth 
defending. Keep this the land of the free and a place for all of us to be proud 
to call home. open land needs to remain open land. Please find another area 
for the trainning grounds. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/4/2011 
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Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1490 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment For the past 12 years I have gone the Johnson Valley OHV area around 

Soggy Dry Lake many times a year to ride motorcycles, Jeep, and landsail 
on the dry lakes.  It should be noted the sheer volume of people that recreate 
in the area, and thus spend money in the surrounding communities.  In fact 
just the other day I went out with a group of friends for a short day of 
Jeeping, and each of us spent roughly one hundred dollars on snacks in the 
morning, fuel, and dinner.  If the tourism to the Johnson Valley goes away, 
so will the economic value to the local businesses. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/4/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1491 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment For over a decade I have traveled to the Johnson Valley OHV area to 

recreate in the beutiful terrain. Enviromentalists often complain Jeeps, 
motorcylces, and racers destroy the land. But the Marines will be the ones 
who destroy the land. Tanks, guns, bombs, and tractors are what destroy the 
land. Just two weeks ago I was in Johnson Valley OHV and saw a tortoise. 
A tank would have just squished nearly every bush, flower, and tortoise in 
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sight. The Marines do not need as much additional training grounds as they 
seek. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/4/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1492 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment All my life I have grown up around the offroad community, I am now 19 

years old and have seen and been around many offroad areas, from Johnson 
Valley OHV, Ivanpha Dry Lake, Glamis, Pismo, and Superior Dry Lake, 
and virtually every place myself, my family, or friends have run across 
some form of military paraphernalia in areas deemed for public use. We 
have seen everything from military plane wrecks, to unexploded ordinance 
all in public offroad areas. The Marines do not need more land, and the 10 
months of open public use for the Johnson Valley will not work. Accidents 
happen and bombs get dropped in the wrong places. Thus the marines 
should not take the southern portion of Johnson Valley including the lands 
just north of the Hammers to the Rock Pile. This land should remain open 
year round as part of the Johnson Valley OHV area. This will minimize the 
chances of additional military paraphernalia becoming lost in public offroad 
areas. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/4/2011 

 
Response 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). 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), 
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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).  

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

 
 
Comment ID 1493 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The vast majority of land that people recreate in is in the southern portion 

of Johnson Valley OHV area. Of course the Hammers are a hot spot. But so 
are Soggy Dry Lake and the Rock Pile.  I have grown up riding motorcycles 
from Soggy Dry Lake.  Soggy Dry Lake is in my opinion, and the opinion 
of many others, the last place for families to offroad and recreate in 
California. It is one of the few places where the region is conducive to 
children, with little drinking and partying occurring. Since the area is 
quieter than say Glamis, many children learn to ride in the Soggy Dry Lake 
Area. It is the perfect quite place to teach children how to land sail, fly 
remote control air planes, make and launch small toy rockets, and see 
tortoises, which we saw just a couple weeks ago.  Keep the southern portion 
of Johnson Valley OHV open from the Hammers to the Rock Pile for the 
families. Please see the attatched map. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/4/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1494 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The offroad community respects the Marines and all armed forces.  But 

with that said, the Marines want to take far too much land.  We understand 
you want more land to train on, but you are already the finest military in the 
world.  So we encourage you to only take the northern portion of Johnson 
Valley OHV.  Leave the southern portion open permanently year round 
with no permits.  This land to the south is to remain part of the Johnson 
Valley OHV area.  Thus the Hammers, Melville and Soggy Dry Lakes, and 
the Rock Pile will be open solely for recreation year round.  In other words 
the areas with the highest levels of visitors are to remain open for use.  
Please see the attached map of the desired boundary myself and others feel 
leaves both the Marines and recreation community satisfied. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/4/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 1495 
 
Last Name Saugstad 

 
First Name Greg 

 
Comment To whom it may concern,  I am submitting this email againtst the land 

acqustion in twenty nine palms.I grew up in this desert and contiue to use 
this area for family vacations.   As a tax paying citizen and a proud 
american I beleive this militay need is excessive and will have a larger 
impact on the surrounding cities and citizens than what the military will 
gain from this new training area. Thank you,  Greg Saugstad 

 
Date Comment Received 5/4/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1496 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have been around the military air space and a pilot who has navigated 

around the space in the 29 palms area. To date I have never seen this air 
space congested and in fact I have never enocountered a military aircraft 
near the borders of the air space. I do not understand how the aqusition of 
land near residential communities could be necessary. To take recreational 
land from a specific group of people amounts to a discrimination. It is a sad 
day to think this area is now so important with a administration who is bent 
on less military. I'm sure there are alternatives less intrusive to a specific 
communiuty that will definately cause financial harm to associated 
bussinesses.  Sincerely, Randy 

 
Date Comment Received 5/4/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1497 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please reconsider your effoprts to discriminate against off road 
 communities. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/4/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1498 

 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment With the documents being so large, the public comment period is not long 

enough for many of us to take the time to go over all of the information 
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provided. Please extend the current public comment period by at least 
another 30 days. 90 days would even be better.  Thank you  Kurt Schneider 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1499 

 
Last Name Dottenwhy 

 
First Name Jason 
 
Comment Go East ! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1500 

 
Last Name Dottenwhy  
 
First Name Jason  
 
Comment go east  
 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 1501 
 
Last Name Henke 

 
First Name Darren 

 
Comment Need to move this operation to the east.  Do not take more public land 

away. This is an outstanding area and also brings in revenue for the local 
economy and the BLM.  Use other options... 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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).   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1502 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment Please GO EAST instead. The Johnson Valley OHV area is an integral part 

of enjoying and learning about the outdoors for ourselves and our children. 
Do not close access to this land to my public access as well events and other 
recreational activities. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1503 

 
Last Name strawmier  
 
First Name matt  
 
Comment GO EAST!!!!  
 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1504 

 
Last Name Hayes 

 
First Name Jeff 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative  A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion  as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1505 

 
Last Name Netzer 
 
First Name Neil 

 
Comment Please do not close or reduce the public lands in the Johnson Valley area. 

This area is a public treasure and one of the few remaining high desert areas 
open to OHV use. My family and I have enjoyed dirt bike riding and 
camping at Johnson Valley for over 20 years. We are running out of areas 
to recreate! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the 
current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1506 

 
Last Name Hoover 

 
First Name Laura 

 
Comment I am writing in regard to the US Marine Corps wanting to take land away 

from families like myself who enjoy the great outdoors. I have been going 
to the Johnson Valley area since I was a child and now take my children out 
to the same area. I am afraid that if the Marines take the land to play war 
games and the like we will no longer be able to frequent that area. Many 
people go to Johnson Valley because it is not quite as crowded as other 
locales that are of equal distance. It is truly a "family" area where parents 
can teach their children to ride in a safe area where people look out for one 
another. There are so many things to see and do at Johnson Valley that it 
would all be missed should that land be acquired by the Marines. I urge you 
to take No Action at all, or at the very least, use Option #6, but guarantee 
that the public will be able to use the land all year-round. Thank you in 
advance for your attention to my personal concern. 
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Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1507 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 

the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1508 

 
Last Name Lark 

 
First Name Brad 

 
Comment I'm a CA native and have recreated in the desert my entire life. Given the 

Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. Given the 
fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and the 
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national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. Keep Johnson Valley open for public use, stop 
the base expansion as outlined in the DEIS. Sincerely, Concerned 
Californian 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1509 

 
Last Name Lark 

 
First Name Brad 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is home to many internationally famous jeeping trails.  

People come from all over the world to enjoy the unique rocks here.  
Closing JV to public us would be akin to the Tibetin Government closing 
Mt. Everest to thrill seeking climbers. Please don't take more of our open 
space away. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1510 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives, I strongly support only Alternative A. Due to the 

public objection to the project I believe the base expansion as proposed in 
the DEIS should be withdrawn. 
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Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1511 

 
Last Name Dunlap 

 
First Name Darryl 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard.  The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability As a 
former E-5 Sgt in the US Army, I understand the importance of training, but 
feel this expansion proposal oversteps reasonable bounds and is not 
practical in this current time of budget constraints. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20873 

 
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.   
 
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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1512 

 
Last Name Amador 

 
First Name Don 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs  The Corps excluded the use 
of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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.   
 
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. Fort Irwin does not have 
ranges capable of supporting MEB-sized sustained, combined-arms live-fire 
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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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1513 

 
Last Name Mumm 

 
First Name Rhonda 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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.   
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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.   
 
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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1514 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
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N.2-20877 

NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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.   
 
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. 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 
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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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1515 

 
Last Name Waite 

 
First Name Patrick 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. 
Additionally, the Corps has failed to consider a reasonable range of 
alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The arbitrary screening 
criteria eliminated a number of viable proposals and alternatives brought 
forward by the public. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The 
"rule of reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs. The Corps excluded the use 
of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. There is Corps Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 
Corps spokesman, Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert 
Advisory Council that, "What makes the Marine Corps special is that we 
play really well with each other and not really very well with the other 
services." The Corps Failed to Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit 
Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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N.2-20879 

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.   
 
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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1516 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am not in support of the Marines taking anymore land for their training 

excerises in the Johnson Valley Region. This is everyone's land, and once it 
is used for miltary use, it will never go back to the public. That means my 
family and my heirs will never have access to the area to recreate. Please do 
not take Johnson Valley away. 
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Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 
 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1517 

 
Last Name Capp 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment Further limiting off-road areas to public access does not make sense in this 

current financial and troublesome environment.  My family all enjoy OHV 
areas, but the areas  are becoming lost as further and further expansion and 
restrictions encorach on our futures. Many of the reasons for encorachment 
seem dubious at best, and political at worst.  It is time to consider the views 
of OHV enthusiasts and defer to their desires to continue use of those 
proposed areas.  It is certainly important to me and my family. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the 
current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1518 

 
Last Name Whiston 

 
First Name Frank 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
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the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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.   
 
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-
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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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1519 

 
Last Name Golde 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment Dear Sirs, I am writing today to again to oppose the expansion of 29 Palms 

Training Land/Airspace Acquisition Project into the West Section and into 
Johnson Valley OHV Area.  I respectfully request that you only choose 
Alternative A. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the 
purpose and need section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of 
alternatives.  The Corps has failed to consider a reasonable range of 
alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule 
of reason" test. The "rule of reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is 
comparable to the arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to 
Justify Need for 1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps 
excluded the use of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling 
conflicts, current infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles 
cannot be mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of 
viable proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is 
Corps Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, 
Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, 
"What makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each 
other and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 
Osama Bin Ladin is now dead.  You do not need to fight in these hellhole 
countries anymore. I have a home in Landers just a few miles from the 
current western boundary of the Marine Base and I also recreate with my 
family and friends in the BLM Johnson Valley OHV Open Area (JVOA).  
The proposed expansion into this area is not at all a good idea for taxpayers. 
Thousands of Californians live in the Landers and Johnson Valley area and 
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thousands more come to relax and play, to enjoy the clean and quiet Mojave 
Desert.  It is absolutely NOT appropriate to move your activities so close to 
the general public.  I am especially disturbed with the potential loss of real 
estate value that the expansion will have on my property and that of my 
neighbors, not to mention the loss of the investment of millions of dollars in 
California Green Sticker funds to develop and maintain the Johnson Valley 
Open Area (JVOA). Each year, dozens of off-road events for motorcycles, 
ATV's, dune buggies and Jeeps are held in the JVOA and enjoyed by 
thousands of people who work hard all week long for a weekend of play here.  
This immense social benefit would be lost with the Marine's expansion into 
this area.  Leave Johnson Valley alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 
 
Response 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.   
 
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. 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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See Section 2.7 of the EIS for more information about alternatives that were 
considered but not carried forward for analysis in the EIS. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1520 

 
Last Name McMillan 

 
First Name Don 
 
Comment Don't move into Johnson Valley Off-Highway Vehicle Area . Move east 

NOT west to Johnson Valley Off-Highway Vehicle Area .  Thanks. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1521 

 
Last Name Pave 

 
First Name Lars 

 
Comment As a patriot and an off-road enthusiast, I must urge the fine servicemen and 

public employees to not expand land use at Twentynine Palms base at the 
expense of OHV. Although I recognize the needs of the USMC, the land in 
question is part of a quickly depleting resource in California for OHV use. 
Our public lands have been rapidly removed from our use and we must 
protect whatever land we have left for the enjoyment of our families. Please 
do not expand at the expense of OHV. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1522 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Dear Sirs, I am writing this in concern to the proposed closing of johnson 

valley. I feel that with the current economical situation of the US 
government that expansion is the wrong direction to take and that closing 
johnson valley would hurt a number of OHV users and business. The US 
military has untold acres of land not being used effectively now, more 
would be a waste of time,monies, and energy. Please keep Johnson Valley 
open! respectfully, Curtis Hill 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 
 
Response 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.  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.2-20886 

Comment ID 1523 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. My 

brother spent his time in the core and I fully support the Marines but feel it 
would be a shame to destroy a widely used public area when other solutions 
are available and appear to be a better fit for the training the core wishes to 
move forward on. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1524 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep Johnson Valley OHV area open.!.!. THERE IS PLENTY OF OTHER 

LANDTO USE. Johnson Valley OHV area has been a tradition to many 
family generations of OHV destanation and everyday local getaway. 
PLEASE LEAVE IT ALONE 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20887 

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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1525 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 
Please do not take even more OHV opportunities away from the OHV 
community and cram us even into a smaller area-we have lost more than 
enough already.This is very important to me. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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.  

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20888 

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.   
 
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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1526 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Alternative 6 seems to be the best compromise between the military and 

local residents.  I also support the EIR. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20889 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1527 

 
Last Name Kilpatrick 

 
First Name Pat 

 
Comment Gentlemen,  I submit these comments concerning the proposed land 

acquisition for the MCAGCC or MAGTF-TC. My main concern is for the 
Johnson Valley Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) recreation area, alternative 
six. As a retired Marine Infantryman (MOS 0311, 0313, 0369), with combat 
experience, I fully understand the value of live fire training. Fire and 
movement and fire and maneuver are the essence of the Corps and its 
successful mission accomplishment across the Globe.  My family and 
friends use Johnson Valley OHV at least ten times throughout the year. It is 
the only riding area within an hour's drive of Twentynine Palms and Yucca 
Valley. My three children, wife and I all have ATVs that we enjoy riding in 
the beautiful desert of Johnson Valley. If the OHV area were to be closed, 
and eventually it would be closed, we would have to travel a lot further in 
order to go riding. With the price of fuel as high as it is that probably 
wouldn't happen. This will lead to the sale of all ATV's thus impacting the 
local economy, I would no longer have them serviced and repaired by the 
local shops nor would I purchase additional ridding products.   
Additionally, Johnson Valley is home to ΓÇ£The King of the HammersΓÇ¥ 
race. This event attracts teams for across the world bringing in a large 
volume of income during that time. I ask you to put more thought into 
alternative 3. Yes it will be more difficult for maneuver elements but show 
me a difficulty the Marine Corps can't overcome. Please consider the 
economic impact in these difficult times. Alternative three is my personal 
recommendation.  Semper Fidelis Kilpatrick, Pat P. SSgt USMC (Retired) 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.2-20890 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1528 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20891 

live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.   
 
As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered several 
alternativescenarios 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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1529 

 
Last Name Tapert 

 
First Name Ken 

 
Comment Leave the land as it is. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 
 
Response 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.  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20892 

 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1530 

 
Last Name Pender 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment We need the open land. the government does not need anymore land. As far 

as I can tell when I go to Johnson Valley everybody takes care of their trash 
and the upkeep of the land. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1531 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20893 

1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response 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.  
 
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. 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.2-20894 

 
See Section 2.7 of the EIS for more information about alternatives that were 
considered but not carried forward for analysis in the EIS. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1532 

 
Last Name hoskins 

 
First Name john 

 
Comment from the bottom of me heart, please keep Johnson Valley open to public off 

roading. it has been a tradition in our family for years, my father (RIP) 
learned how to ride a dirt bike there, I learned how to ride there, and i 
taught my son how to ride there. on another note, i work in the field of drug 
and alcohol recovery and i bring clients ranging from 18yo on up to senior 
citizens to experience nature and ride quads and show them that there is 
more to life than abusing illegal substanses. the venue that Johnson Valley 
offers is unique in being able to camp, ride, hike, and staregaze. we have a 
good success rate i feel is due to Johnson Valley. please allow us to 
continue the use of this valuable land! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1533 

 
Last Name Parker 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment Thursday, May 5, 2011  Z107.7 Local News (Yucca Valley Radio Station) 

YUCCA VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL AGAINST MARINE BASE 
EXPANSION INTO JOHNSON VALLEY The Yucca Valley Town 
Council came out loud and strong in opposition to the Twentynine Palms 
Marine Corps base's plan to expand into the Johnson Valley OHV area. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20895 

Reporter Tami Roleff has the second in her two-part report...  The Yucca 
Valley Town Council heard a report at its regular meeting Tuesday about 
the Marine Corps' proposed base expansion into the Johnson Valley Off-
Road Vehicle area. If the expansion goes through as proposed, the Marine 
Corps would take more than 108,000 acres of the ORV area's 189,470 acres 
for its exclusive use. Only 43,000 acres or so would be available for the 
public to use year-round; the remaining area would be available only 10 
months of the year. The popular off-road event, King of the Hammers, 
would be affected by the base expansion. The Council was informed that 
the economic impact of the base taking over the ORV land would range 
from $1.5 to $5 million, depending on whose figures you believe the 
Federal government's, or the Town's. In addition, if the expansion goes 
through, the Marine Corps would place restrictions on airspace, requiring 
planes to stay below 1500 feet elevation. Town Manager Mark Nuaimi and 
the Council agreed that the Town needs support from the entire community 
to fight the base expansion. "Full frontal assault... Outreach to the Chamber 
of Commerce, I heard legislators, business community, put it on our 
website, Full court press, will do." All members of the Council agreed 
unanimously that while they're big supporters of the military and the Marine 
base, they strongly object to the Marine Corps' proposed expansion into 
Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/5/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1534 

 
Last Name Smith 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment Please do not close our beloved arena. The terrain there is so amazing that 

people have heard of it world wide. Johnson valley is not only an amazing 
family area without the mass dangers of glamis, it is home to the king of the 
hammers a world wide event.  I got into rock crawiling so my family can all 
be together without a coroner or two always circling like glamis.   Take it 
all into consideration. There is so much land around the other side. Please 
go there and leave our small area alone. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20896 

Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 
 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1535 

 
Last Name Griffith 

 
First Name Billynda 

 
Comment     We do a lot of camping and family activities in this area.  It is home away 

from home for us.  Please do not take this area from our children.  Thank 
you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1536 

 
Last Name Blair 
 
First Name Robert 

 
  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20897 

Comment I support Alternative A. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public 
objection to the project and the national economic crisis I believe the base 
expansion as proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1537 

 
Last Name Podsiad 

 
First Name Ryan 

 
Comment What is the purpose of the Marine Corps taking more public land? There 

is plenty that has already been consumed, 100,000 acres, between Fort 
Irwin and China Lake. I have no idea how many acres 29 palms has already 
consumed but there is no way they need more land our forces have already 
proved they are very effective in all regions worldwide, with this in mind 
there isn't a true need for additional lands. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1538 

 
Last Name lombardo 

 
First Name josh 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20898 

Comment please do not close this amazing and unique piece of land to the public. my 
family comes together and shares many weekends a year out there bringing 
us close and spending money in many of the surrounding communities. this 
is also one of the last free or cheap places to recreate. we are tired of seeing 
our publics land closed and taken away from us. losing johnson valley will 
be our last push to get us to leave the state of california. There really is 
nothing like johnson valley in the entire country or even the world. i am 
currently building a race car for the king of the hammers race. and between 
car parts, fuel, food, gas, firweood, water etc we spend a substantial amount 
of money in the surrounding comunities. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1539 

 
Last Name lombardo 

 
First Name nicole 

 
Comment please do not close this amazing and unique piece of land to the public. my 

family comes together and shares many weekends a year out there bringing 
us close and spending money in many of the surrounding communities. this 
is also one of the last free or cheap places to recreate. we are tired of seeing 
our publics land closed and taken away from us. losing johnson valley will 
be our last push to get us to leave the state of california. There really is 
nothing like johnson valley in the entire country or even the world. i am 
currently building a race car for the king of the hammers race. and between 
car parts, fuel, food, gas, firweood, water etc we spend a substantial amount 
of money in the surrounding comunities. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20899 

Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 
 
Response        Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1540 

 
Last Name PIPER 

 
First Name ROBERT 
 
Comment I am writing in opposition to the 29 Palms DEIS project. I have been 

participating in AMA D-37 desert racing and pleasure trail riding with my 
family & friends in the Johnson Valley "recreation area" for over thirty 
years,as the surrounding "Public Lands" have been withdrawn from OHV 
access over the decades . Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly 
support only Alternative A. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public 
objection to the project and the national economic crisis I believe the base 
expansion as proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has 
failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process.4rdj2 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1541 
 
Last Name PIPER 

 
First Name ROBERT 

 
Comment I believe that any expansion of Military land use should occur on the 

Mexican border. Perhaps the presence of our tanks & troops on the border 
would discourage the "Foreign Invasion" from illeagal aliens. The Corps 
has rigged "the purpose and need section" of this NEPA process to limit the 
range of alternatives. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule 
of reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. Johnson valley belongs to the people ,go 
find your own sand-box to play in ! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1542 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not take away Johnson valley, I spent roughly 200 days of last 

year out there and plan to do so again this year.  The revenues that these 
towns receive from cross traffic is huge, and a much needed source of 
income for our small towns. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 1543 
 
Last Name Deckard 

 
First Name Ralph 

 
Comment There are lot's or reasons for not expanding in this location,we support our 

troops,but not this Land Grab by our Government,we are fed up with all 
branches of our government including the Forest Service,B.L.M.who are 
caving into environmental wacko's and there law suit,s and stealing more 
and more of our public lands and closing them off to our use,we are not 
destroying it by driving on it,or any other use,it's always been about money 
and control,and we are fighting back as best we can to save our freedoms 
and liberties that make America Great,and we the American people want 
these land grabs stopped,we don't need or want it. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1544 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The great respect for our fighting men and 
women notwithstanding, a review of the DEIS indicates that the base 
expansion is based on the assumption that there is a need for three Marine 
Expeditionary Brigades to train simultaneously. Upon review, it appears the 
DOD has developed a proposal based on an outdated segregated training 
model. Also, questions regarding the cost of the base expansion; given 
budget constraints, the current fiscal crisis and ballooning national deficit; 
have been raised. Off-highway vehicle recreation is a very popular family 
activity, especially in Southern California. According to the California State 
Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division (OHMVR), between 1980 
and 2007 the number of registered OHVs has increased 370%. 
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Unfortunately, since 1980 the amount of desert lands available for this type 
of recreation has fallen dramatically. Due to its proximity to southern 
California metropolitan areas, Johnson Valley is one of the most important 
areas to serve this growing demand for both in-state and out- of-state 
visitors. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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.  
 
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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1545 

 
Last Name Havlik 

 
First Name Frank 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 1990s-era 
Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of Fort 
Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
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Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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.  
 
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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  
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Comment ID 1546 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Go East, please 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1547 
 
Last Name Evans 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, I want to start by saying that even though I 

personally believe that the armed services of this country are an important 
asset, I also want to state that with out opportunity to enjoy this country 
there services are completely lost. I was at an OHV commission meeting in 
Hollister a few weeks ago trying to stop the closure of clear creek when We 
were told to recreate at on of the other parks when the crowd erupted 
"WHAT OTHER PARKS".. This statement is not a joke. there are very few 
possibly 10 parks left in California with recreational benefits like Johnson 
valley and every single one is facing closure for one reason or another. I 
also don't want to see Johnson valley turned into something like what we 
have here in Monterrey, a used up base falling apart and unusable by the 
people due to live ammo rounds left behind in the soils. Thousands of acres 
at fort Ord have been abandoned and are now useless. I'm tired of losing 
land and don't think that it is appropriate that Johnson valley be stolen 
without an land exchange of some sort that is equal or greater than what is 
being taken. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1548 

 
Last Name Buchanan 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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 
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live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  
 
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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1549 

 
Last Name Griffith 

 
First Name Clint 

 
Comment My Grandpa used to work for the San Bernardino sherrifs department and 

was stationed here in the 1960s and my familys been here ever since. I was 
born here and grew up playing in Johnson Valley. Now I take my kids out 
in the desert to play and I want to be able to continue to do so. Hundreds of 
people drive by my hous to play in JV evory week and on big weekends 
thousands. You cant take all thous people and put them in one small area it 
unsafe. Way to many people play here go fast cars, rock crawlers, 
motercycles, and little kids on quads all need room to be safe. If you crame 
them all togather in one small spot people will die. 
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Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 in other areas, as well 
as related impacts to other environmental resources. 

 
 
Comment ID 1550 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Dear Sir: As much as I support our military I do not support your plan to 

expand the 29 Palms Marine Base that will close off Johnson Valley to the 
public. Families need this wonderful "playground" to enjoy time together an 
to get out of the house an show their kids there is more to life then video 
games. If you want these kids to be strong an have the abilities you require 
of them when they decide to join the military they need a place to develope 
these skills. Or are you looking for a bunch of weak kneed whusie's to put 
on the ground in the next battle ground?! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1551 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has failed to consider a reasonable 
range of alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The Corps excluded 
the use of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, 
current infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot 
be mitigated. There is Corps Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 
Corps spokesman, Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert 
Advisory Council that, "What makes the Marine Corps special is that we 
play really well with each other and not really very well with the other 
services." 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1552 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please understand that I do support our troops in every way. However the 

ORV community especially in the greater Los Angeles metro area has 
grown by 370% and Johnson Valley is one of the closest areas to ride.  
Closing this area would greatly increase fuel comsumption, not to mention 
wear and tear by all of those users having to travel much futher. We need 
to, as a nation try to use less, thus decreasing our dependance on foreign oil. 
Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 
Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has failed to consider a reasonable 
range of alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The Corps excluded 
the use of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, 
current infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot 
be mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public. The Corps Failed 
to Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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 
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live fire and maneuver training of a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB) 
composed of three battalion task forces.  
 
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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1553 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Ok if you take the land then give us some where in souther cal  To ride. 

There's no much left for families close by to do when  It comes to off 
roading. And riverside county sucks theres only tracks to goto We need 
open land for all to enjoy  Thank u Glenn Mattis 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1554 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment please do not take land in the direction of johnson valley. This is one of the 

most popular places for faily camping and recreation ans the Marines owe 
that to the local community to find land in another direction. Please leave 
Johnson Valley for future generations to share just as it is. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1555 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment This is one more example of governmental control pretending to provide 
additional security. China Lake, Fort Irwin, and Twentynine Palms already 
control/restrict an enormous part of Southern California deserts. The bases 
absolutely should not take more; please reference a map of Southern 
California. If you can control information, money, and natural resources 
you can control people. "Those who trade liberty for security have neither". 
~John Adams 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1556 

 
Last Name Mitchell 

 
First Name Mary 

 
Comment Closing this park would be a travesty. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 1557 
 
Last Name Meyers 

 
First Name Ted 

 
Comment As a resident of Wonder Valley for over 30 years, I have seen a large 

change in the traffic on Amboy road. If the expansion took in Amboy Road, 
it would cause a problem for the people in Wonder Valley. Plus the fact that 
a lot of land in the east end of Wonder Valley (Sheephole Pass) is 
wilderness areas. This would be a major disruption on Amboy Road if the 
expansion were to come this way. Property values in Wonder Valley would 
drop, plus our water table could be affected. I personally have a well and 
I'm concerned. Also, the animal life in the Sheephole Pass area and all the 
wilderness areas would be affected. In my opinion, I believe Johnson 
Valley would be the ideal base expansion area because it would not bother 
home owners or the environment because it is already an off-road area. That 
area would give you more land to expand. I feel the people in Yucca 
Valley, especially the city Coundil, are against expansion in Johnson Valley 
because of the money end of it, not the personal hardships it would cause in 
the expansion to the east. I believe the Marines do need the expansion. The 
land in Johnson Valley would be a perfect solution and wouldn't affect the 
people in Wonder Valley. I believe the Yucca Valley City Council is wrong 
in their belief. They're strictly looking at the money angle, not the 
hardships. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see Section 4.6 of the EIS for 

information on expected impacts to Transportation and Circulation. Under 
Alternative 3, significant impacts to transportation would be expected as 
North Amboy Road would require closure for two days per year. Under all 
other alternatives, impacts to Transportation and Circulation and expected 
to be less than significant. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1558 

 
Last Name Waggoner 

 
First Name Cody 

 
Comment I am concerned for the well being of all the families that use this public 
 land. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20914 

Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. As a result of comments received during the Draft EIS 
public comment period, Alternative 6 has been further revised (in 
consultation with representatives from the OHV community) to increase 
public access to key portions of Johnson Valley and to reduce impacts on 
recreation. 

 
 
Comment ID 1559 

 
Last Name Bender 

 
First Name Daryl 
 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives.  The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process.  The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated.  The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
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and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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.  
 
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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  
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Comment ID 1560 
 
Last Name Tret 

 
First Name Rick 

 
Comment I am opposed to this expansion of MCB 29 Palms. I do not think it is 

necessary. The U.S. military already controls vast areas of the desert south 
west, and although I appreciate the need for training and readiness, there 
currently exists sufficient controlled area to accomplish that training. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  As described in Section of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1561 

 
Last Name Nay 

 
First Name Donn 

 
Comment The economic impact to the residents and businesses surrounding Johnson 

Valley will be severely impacted by the loss of OHV use by the reduction 
of Johnson Valley OHV area. The study in which the DEIS concludes that 
"the loss of revenue will be compensated by the increase in personnel 
during manuevers" sic. is based on flawed and incomplete date. The EIS 
must correct and prove that these businesses will not be adversely affected 
by the withdrawl of this land from OHV use. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
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OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1562 

 
Last Name Townsend 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area 30+ 
times a year. Our favorite places to visit in Johnson Valley are Cougar 
Buttes and Means Dry Lake, where we engage in such activities as 
Camping and Motorcycle riding. When preparing for a trip, we spend $ 100 
on fuel, groceries, and other supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an 
additional $ 150-200 in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area 
while we are recreating. If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to be 
closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-
Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason for my family to travel to 
this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no longer spend money in 
Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other small 
communities that currently serve the recreating public near the proposed 
project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete 
analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. The 
analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both common 
sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long-standing visitor to 
Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including the 
"Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the significant 
disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative in nature. 
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This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised and until 
such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" alternative. Thank 
you for taking the time to consider my comments on this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1563 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment the Twenty-nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify 

you that the DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of 
project- related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no 
meaningful mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only 
alternative I can support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No 
Action" alternative would allow continued public recreation in Johnson 
Valley at its current levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions 
to the surrounding communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area 2 times a year where we enjoy off road dirt biking. When 
preparing for a trip, we spend $ 100 on fuel, groceries, and other supplies in 
our local area. Then, we spend an additional $200 in the Johnson 
Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area while we are recreating. Over the 
years, we have patronized many local businesses, among others, in the 
Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville Area: If Johnson Valley, or any 
part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion of the Twenty- nine Palms 
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Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason for my 
family to travel to this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no longer 
spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other 
small communities that currently serve the recreating public near the 
proposed project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and 
incomplete analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. 
The analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both 
common sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long-standing 
visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including 
the "Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the 
significant disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative 
in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised 
and until such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" 
alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments on this 
important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1564 

 
Last Name Storz 

 
First Name Neil 

 
Comment I have been riding motorcycles there for years, and have helped clean it 

many of times, while the government let it get dirty and the roads 
deterioratte, now they want to take it away now that its been takwn care of. 
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As citizen I say the government should leave johnson valley as is and find a 
location Colorado, Utah, Arizona, or Nevada; but not Johnson Valley 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1565 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I love Johnson Valley. It is my favorite OHV recreation area in Southern 

California. I ride and race there regularly, purchase food and products from 
local vendors when I am there, and visit at least 20 times per year. 
Restricting access to Johnson Valley OHV would take away from me the 
primary reason I live in Southern California. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds  that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives,  many of 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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Comment ID 1566 

 
Last Name Mathys 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment The recreating public has enjoyed the open expanses of the Johnson Valley 

for at least the past 50 years. This 189,000 acre open area is the largest 
remaining area of public land in the Western United States, and current 
estimates are that 800,000 ΓÇô 1,000,000 visitors recreate throughout the 
area annually. I personally enjoy family camping and Off-Highway Vehicle 
(OHV) recreating, 4x4 competitions, rock hounding, hiking and wildlife 
viewing. Johnson Valley presents an unparalleled landscape for me, an 
OHV enthusiast as well as hiker, camper and event watcher in that location. 
Since 1980, the amount of desert lands available for off-road recreation has 
fallen dramatically. In fact, recent Forest Service and Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) user surveys show an ever-increasing demand for 
these types of motorized recreational activities and areas. Johnson Valley is 
one of the most important areas left for serving this growing demand for 
both in state and out of state visitors. My family and I visit this area 6-8 or 
sometimes more times a year and we spend a lot of money during each trip 
at local restaurants, gas stations and when buying supplies. Each trip 
probably costs us $300-500 dollars. Another concern of mine is that the loss 
of using the Johnson Valley area would cause too many OHV enthusiasts to 
be displaced to other areas that are smaller and overcrowding and damage 
could occur in those areas leading to possible future closures in those areas. 
I am very much concerned about our fighting forces and their training but I 
also believe that the training is less necessary as we should be pulling out of 
places like Afghanistan and Iraq and/or training in other locations.  
Regards, John Mathys 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1567 

 
Last Name Mathys 

 
First Name Kathy 

 
Comment The recreating public has enjoyed the open expanses of the Johnson Valley 

for at least the past 50 years. This 189,000 acre open area is the largest 
remaining area of public land in the Western United States, and current 
estimates are that 800,000 ΓÇô 1,000,000 visitors recreate throughout the 
area annually. I personally enjoy family camping and Off-Highway Vehicle 
(OHV) recreating, 4x4 competitions, rock hounding, hiking and wildlife 
viewing. Johnson Valley presents an unparalleled landscape for me, an 
OHV enthusiast as well as hiker, camper and event watcher in that location. 
Since 1980, the amount of desert lands available for off-road recreation has 
fallen dramatically. In fact, recent Forest Service and Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) user surveys show an ever-increasing demand for 
these types of motorized recreational activities and areas. Johnson Valley is 
one of the most important areas left for serving this growing demand for 
both in state and out of state visitors. My family and I visit this area 6-8 or 
sometimes more times a year and we spend a lot of money during each trip 
at local restaurants, gas stations and when buying supplies. Each trip 
probably costs us $300-500 dollars. Another concern of mine is that the loss 
of using the Johnson Valley area would cause too many OHV enthusiasts to 
be displaced to other areas that are smaller and overcrowding and damage 
could occur in those areas leading to possible future closures in those areas. 
I am very much concerned about our fighting forces and their training but I 
also believe that the training is less necessary as we should be pulling out of 
places like Afghanistan and Iraq and/or training in other locations.  
Regards, Kathy Mathys 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 
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Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1568 

 
Last Name Mathys 

 
First Name Sean 

 
Comment The recreating public has enjoyed the open expanses of the Johnson Valley 

for at least the past 50 years. This 189,000 acre open area is the largest 
remaining area of public land in the Western United States, and current 
estimates are that 800,000 ΓÇô 1,000,000 visitors recreate throughout the 
area annually. I personally enjoy family camping and Off-Highway Vehicle 
(OHV) recreating, 4x4 competitions, rock hounding, hiking and wildlife 
viewing. Johnson Valley presents an unparalleled landscape for me, an 
OHV enthusiast as well as hiker, camper and event watcher in that location. 
Since 1980, the amount of desert lands available for off-road recreation has 
fallen dramatically. In fact, recent Forest Service and Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) user surveys show an ever-increasing demand for 
these types of motorized recreational activities and areas. Johnson Valley is 
one of the most important areas left for serving this growing demand for 
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both in state and out of state visitors. My family and I visit this area 6-8 or 
sometimes more times a year and we spend a lot of money during each trip 
at local restaurants, gas stations and when buying supplies. Each trip 
probably costs us $300-500 dollars. Another concern of mine is that the loss 
of using the Johnson Valley area would cause too many OHV enthusiasts to 
be displaced to other areas that are smaller and overcrowding and damage 
could occur in those areas leading to possible future closures in those areas. 
I am very much concerned about our fighting forces and their training but I 
also believe that the training is less necessary as we should be pulling out of 
places like Afghanistan and Iraq and/or training in other locations.  
Regards, Sean Mathys 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1569 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20925 

Comment There is a large amount of land that can be used for the intended purpose. 
There is a decreasing amount of land for ohv use, especially in California. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. As described in Section of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1570 

 
Last Name McCain 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment Gentleman I believe that in the very near future any acquisition of said 

lands "Johnson Valley" will be a costly error. The bill proposed by Senator 
Dianne Feinstein will fail in 2011 as it did in 2010.You the Department of 
the Navy/United States Government surly have dominance over the lust of 
one Senator's grandiose plans to dominate public land.In my opinion She 
intends to create the Worlds most costly loss to public recreation. 
Reclaiming this land from the military is not necessary.I am a private pilot, 
and aircraft owner. I know of the airspace that is needed for your 
maneuvers. Flying over public land is of little objection, however do not 
agree that the land itself is need for ground maneuvers.This area is far more 
important as open recreation area that will only be realized once it is Closed 
to public use. If more land is needed I suggest you look in directions away 
from Johnson Valley. Thank You Michael McCain 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. As described in Section of 1.3 of the EIS, the 

purpose of the proposed action is to fulfill a Marine Corps training 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1571 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability.  
Ken Reitsma 
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Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 
 
Response 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.  
 
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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  
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Comment ID 1572 
 
Last Name Purdum 

 
First Name Greg 

 
Comment Do not close Johnson valley from my families use 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1573 

 
Last Name Lampman 

 
First Name Douglas 

 
Comment I was thinking that you could leave the riding area open to the public while 

you train as this would be close to real life war encounters were the 
civilians are in the war zone. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1574 

 
Last Name Harte 

 
First Name David 
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Comment While my son and daughter were growing we frequented Johnson Valley 
and Stoddard Wells for camping.Now grown, when Scott returns from 
Australia yearly he wants to ride with dad and I usually tell him that the 
California desert is no longer as open as when he last visited and we may 
have to travel out of state or find something other than the wide open spaces 
to enjoy.Last year I finally went to Pismo Beach with him but that's quite a 
drive and not as enjoyable as our Calif deserts used to be.Please consider 
this land as increasingly valuable for family recreation and not closed to 
those who need the freedom to spend with families and friends enjoying the 
relaxation in this increasingly busy State 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1575 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family and I have an objection to the Twenty-nine Palms Training Land 

Acquisition Project, and to notify you that the DEIS for the project is 
defective with respect to its analysis of project-related impacts on the local 
economy, impacts for which no meaningful mitigation has been offered. 
From my perspective, the only alternative I can support is the "No Action" 
alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative would allow continued public 
recreation in Johnson Valley at its current levels and also avoid economic 
impacts and disruptions to the surrounding communities. My family 
recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area 10 times a year. Our favorite 
places to visit in Johnson Valley are Boone road and Giant rock , where we 
engage in such activities as camping with friends and family, off roading. 
When preparing for a trip, we spend $ 600 on fuel, groceries, and other 
supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an additional $ 500 in the 
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Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area while we are recreating. 
Over the years, we have patronized the following businesses fuel station 
and c store in barstow, restaurant at the intersection coming down the hill 
into lucerne from barstow, food for less in barstow, denny's too(), among 
others, in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville Area: If Johnson 
Valley, or any part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion of the 
Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would 
be no reason for my family to travel to this part of the desert. Therefore, we 
would no longer spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, 
Victorville, or the other small communities that currently serve the 
recreating public near the proposed project site. As written, the DEIS 
provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the project's potential 
impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on unproven 
assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own experiences as 
a frequent and long-standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the 
proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative," would result in 
anything other than the significant disruptions of the local economy is 
misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, 
must be completely revised and until such action is taken I can only support 
the "No Action" alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my 
comments on this important matter. Dave Martin 702 682 5991 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 
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Comment ID 1576 
 
Last Name casper 
 
First Name adam 
 
Comment please re-consider taking our land...its all we have left. we have been pushed 

out and out and out....now we stand to loose that to. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011  
 
Response 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1577 

 
Last Name Thompson 

 
First Name Jo Ann 

 
Comment Please save JV for the citizens use! The community cannot just find a 

similar place to recreate, surely the military can find another way to get 
done what they need to get done.   Thank you for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/6/2011 
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Response 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. 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.   
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process.  This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will 
be evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1578 

 
Last Name Johns 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
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levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area a few 
times a year. Our favorite places to visit in Johnson Valley When preparing 
for a trip, we spend $ $ 300.00 on fuel, groceries, and other supplies in our 
local area. Then, we spend an additional $200.00 in the Johnson 
Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area while we are recreating. If Johnson 
Valley, or any part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion of the 
Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would 
be no reason for my family to travel to this part of the desert. Therefore, we 
would no longer spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, 
Victorville, or the other small communities that currently serve the 
recreating public near the proposed project site. As written, the DEIS 
provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the project's potential 
impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on unproven 
assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own experiences as 
a frequent and long-standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the 
proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative" would result in 
anything other than the significant disruptions of the local economy is 
misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, 
must be completely revised and until such action is taken I can only support 
the "No Action" alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my 
comments on this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 
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Comment ID 1579 
 
Last Name Davis 
 
First Name Roger 

 
Comment For the below reasons and many others, this land must be maintained as 

public access land: The recreating public has enjoyed the open expanses of 
the Johnson Valley for at least the past 50 years. Located in San Bernardino 
County, California, this 189,000 acre open area is the largest remaining area 
of public land in the Western United States, and current estimates are that 
800,000-1,000,000 visitors recreate throughout the area annually. Activities 
currently enjoyed include traditional family camping and Off-Highway 
Vehicle (OHV) recreating, motorcycle and 4x4 competitions, rock 
hounding, hiking and wildlife viewing. In addition, the open landscape has 
made the area popular with the film industry. Johnson Valley presents an 
unparalleled landscape for the OHV enthusiast. It is punctuated by steep red 
mountains, rolling hills, open valleys, dry lakebeds and sandy washes. 
Elevations range from 2,300 feet at Melville Dry Lake to 4,600 feet at 
Hartwell Hills. The eastern boundary is shared with the Twenty-nine Palms 
Marine Air-Ground Combat Center. It is used for everything from 
competitive racing events to casual family OHV recreation, gem and 
mineral collecting, rocketry, land sailing and disbursed camping. No other 
designated "open" area in the California desert, or indeed the entire United 
States, provides such a variety of recreational opportunities to the general 
public. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1580 

 
Last Name Oinas 

 
First Name Robert 
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Comment    There is no reason to close of more of the California desert and designate it 
for other use.  We already have a limited area that is protected for no good 
reason. The military, any branch has ample territory for training.  It has 
been sufficiant since General Patton was using the alredy military area of 
California desert and it is sufficiant now.  Stop the removal of our 
individual freedoms!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1581 

 
Last Name Bigwood 

 
First Name Michele 

 
Comment    There is no reason to close of more of the California desert and designate it 

for other use. We already have a limited area that is protected for no good 
reason. The military, any branch has ample territory for training. It has been 
sufficiant since General Patton was using the alredy military area of 
California desert and it is sufficiant now. Stop the removal of our individual 
freedoms!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 1582 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Cooperation is the key to successful relationships. The goal should be to 

find common ground where each user can attain their desired goals. Many 
examples of military and civilian cooperation exist. One in particular here 
in Arizona is the Barry Goldwater Range which is open to outdoor 
recreation as well with some regulations and restrictions. It doesn't have to 
be a one-sided decision, opportunities for cooperation exist. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1583 
 
Last Name Thom 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment My family and I ride our offroad motorcycles from a friend's home in 

Landers. We ride on the land adjacent to the Base and are opposed to the 
expansion of the base to take over much of the Johnson Valley OHV area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1584 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the 

project's potential impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on 
unproven assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own 
experiences as a frequent and long-standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To 
suggest that the proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative," 
would result in anything other than the significant disruptions of the local 
economy is misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, 
among others, must be completely revised and until such action is taken I 
can only support the "No Action" alternative. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 
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Comment ID 1585 
 
Last Name McDuell 

 
First Name Paul 
 
Comment My neighbors and I live in VERY close proximity to the proposed 

expansion. We are retired and do not have the luxury of being able to move. 
Expanding the Marine base into our "backyard" will ruin our quality of life 
and destroy what property value we have left. I have not received any mail 
about the proposed expansion, so I assume my neighbors haven't either. If 
they had, I'm sure you would be hearing from them as well. Two of my 
neighbors are Veterans, I know one is decorated (Silver Star), they will also 
be directly effected if the expansion proceeds. My wife recently passed 
away, my home is all I have left. I have 3 dogs that are deathly afraid of 
loud noises. Retirement to the peaceful quiet desert is now in extreme 
jeopardy. Please reconsider this expansion for the sake of us most effected. 
I've been told that some of the expansion plans would not effect home 
owners, why not select one of those alternatives? Thank you, Paul McDuell 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1586 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment To Whom It May Concern: I think your idea to expand into the Johnson 
Valley, CA is a poor one. I am not a hardcore off-roader, but was dating 
one last year and had the priviledge to participate in some of the major 
races and activities sponsored down in that area. And the people eagerly 
welcomed me into their community. I have seen the community the off-
roading sport has cultivated, and the Johnson Valley is like the mecca of the 
land available to them, and there's not much land left for their use. This 
community offers a safe, clean, respectful environment for youth to get 
involved, as well as men and women of all ages, and I think they are owed 
our support and respect in return. We should enable, not hinder, this type of 
community to continue to grow and flourish. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response        Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1587 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment This land needs to remain public.  OUR CHILDREN DESERVE TO 

HAVE OPEN LANDS.  The Marine Corps can blow up land elsewhere. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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 
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Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1588 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We are writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the 

Twenty-nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify 
you that the DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of 
project-related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no 
meaningful mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only 
alternative I can support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No 
Action" alternative would allow continued public recreation in Johnson 
Valley at its current levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions 
to the surrounding communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley 
OHV area 4-5 times a year and have been doing so for over 25 years. this is 
a great location for us living in the greater Los Angeles area to get out a 
spend quality family time. We spend $200-$300 each trip benefiting the 
local economy with fuel and grocieries. If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, 
were to be closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine 
Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason for my family 
to travel to this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no longer spend 
money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other small 
communities that currently serve the recreating public near the proposed 
project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete 
analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. The 
analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both common 
sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long-standing visitor to 
Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including the 
"Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the significant 
disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative in nature. 
This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised and until 
such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" alternative. Thank 
you for taking the time to consider my comments on this important matter. 
Steve, Sue, Madison and Mitchell Buckley 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 
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Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1589 

 
Last Name Sobchik 

 
First Name Ronald 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn.  Noise study only includes existing conditions, 
needs to be redone under some purposed possible scenarios and boundaries, 
much more work needs to be done. You have presented no real explanation 
of how you will keep any "dud producing" explosive ordinance out of the 
restricted public use area (alt 5 & 6), a new fail safe system needs to be 
developed to prevent miss-loading and improper release of explosive 
ordinance in the wrong areas. The No action alternative was not on display 
at the last three public meetings, those three meetings need to be held over 
again with the no action alternative clearly on display. Finally, given the 
immense size of the DEIS presented and the complexity of the issues, the 
public needs an extension of the public comment period in order to prepare 
a proper response to the impact the expansion of the base will have on the 
surrounding areas, especially the local economy and environment. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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.  

 
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). 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 
No Action alternative is discussed and analyzed in relation to each subject 
area (please see Chapter 4 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. Please see other sections of chapter 4 for information on other 
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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Comment ID 1590 
 
Last Name Baldwin 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, Please do not take away the access to the Johnson 

Valley ORV area. It has provide me and my family with a lifetime of 
memories and we love it dearly. Having worked at 29 Palms during 
operational manuevers I have seen the total destruction of the area and to 
destroy this beautiful area we enjoy to use for camping and hiking, enjoying 
it's natural beauty of the indigenous flora and fauna. I beg to to reconsider 
using it for military use. Thank-you, 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1591 

 
Last Name Hicks 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment please see attached.  thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 
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Comment ID: 1591 (Page 1 of 1) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 1591 (Page 1 of 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.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 1592 
 
Last Name Sira 

 
First Name Jesse 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area several 
times a year. Our favorite places to visit in Johnson Valley are The 
Hammers and Camp Rock Road , where we engage in such activities as 
Jeeping and motorcycling, as well as just camping. When preparing for a 
trip, we spend $200+ on fuel, groceries, and other supplies in our local area. 
Then, we spend an additional $100+ in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne 
Valley/Victorville area while we are recreating. Over the years, we have 
patronized the various businesses  in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne 
Valley/Victorville Area. If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to be 
closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-
Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason for my family to travel to 
this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no longer spend money in 
Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other small 
communities that currently serve the recreating public near the proposed 
project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete 
analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. The 
analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both common 
sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long-standing visitor to 
Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including the 
"Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the significant 
disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative in nature. 
This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised and until 
such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" alternative. Thank 
you for taking the time to consider my comments on this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 
 
Response 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 
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recreational and film industry spending. The best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1593 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I do not wish for the US Governent to expand it's solely exclusive use of 

land in the Mojave Desert. The US Government owns 85% of the entire 
state of Nevada. That's enough for one quadrant of the country. As an avid 
motorcyclist and outdoorsman, I frequent the land involved in this decision 
and I thoroughly reject the premise that the US Military needs to expand its 
grip on publicly used land in the Southwest US. The single ideology that I 
would be supportive of involving the removal of the public from ANY 
more land in the Southwest US would be for the generation of energy from 
alternative resources (ie: solar, wind, geothermal). Other than that, the US 
Military has too large a stranglehold on the Southwest US as it is!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1594 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered.  From my perspective, the only alternative I 
can support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area 6 times 
a year. We engage in such activities as rock-hounding, motorcycling, 
hiking, and camping. When preparing for a trip, we spend nearly $500.00 
on fuel, groceries, and other supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an 
additional $100-300 in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area 
while we are recreating. Over the years, we have patronized the following 
businesses Peggy Sue's Diner, hotels, Big Boy, Mad Greek, among others, 
in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville Area: If Johnson Valley, 
or any part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine 
Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason 
for my family to travel to this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no 
longer spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the 
other small communities that currently serve the recreating public near the 
proposed project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and 
incomplete analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. 
The analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both 
common sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long-standing 
visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including 
the "Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the 
significant disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative 
in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised 
and until such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" 
alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments on this 
important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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 
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recreational and film industry spending. The best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1595 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment email address updated.... 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1596 

 
Last Name Katz 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment PLEASE dont take away our dezert land that I have used with my family 

for the last 34 years. I have a son due in August and I would like to enjoy 
the dezert with him when he's old enough to be in the dirt. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1597 

 
Last Name Crawford 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment Please consider the economic and social impact of allowing the closure of 

the Johnson Valley off road area for military training. Personally I have 
been riding and racing in Johnson Valley since 1968. My family and I 
currently ride in Johnson Valley at least once a month or more. I have in the 
past spent two to three weeks per month riding and racing there. The 
continous closing of off road areas for recreational riding has severely 
impacted family lifestyle we have enjoyed for over 40 years. The very least 
the military should do if they are intent on removing this land from public 
use is to trade an equal amount of land from current military holdings. NOt 
a good solution but makes the loss of Johnson Valley a more palatable 
option. Thanks for listening, Paul Crawford 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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 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 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. 
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Comment ID 1598 
 
Last Name Schusteer 

 
First Name Joe 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability. 
Thank you, Joe Schuster 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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.  
 
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 
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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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1599 

 
Last Name Evans 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area 7-8 
times a year. When preparing for a trip, we spend $ 200-500 on fuel, 
groceries, and other supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an additional 
$ 8-900 in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area while we are 
recreating. If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to be closed due to the 
expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat 
Center, there would be no reason for my family to travel to this part of the 
desert. Therefore, we would no longer spend money in Johnson Valley, 
Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other small communities that currently 
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serve the recreating public near the proposed project site. As written, the 
DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the project's 
potential impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on unproven 
assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own experiences as 
a frequent and long-standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the 
proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative," would result in 
anything other than the significant disruptions of the local economy is 
misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, 
must be completely revised and until such action is taken I can only support 
the "No Action" alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my 
comments on this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1600 

 
Last Name Herring 

 
First Name Greg 

 
Comment I am against the land expansion. See attached comments. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 
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Comment ID 1601 

 
Last Name Marinkovich 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment It was just a few years ago the environmentalist where telling us that our 

race area needed managing due to the tortoise and other critters. Now your 
telling us that 80 ton tanks are just fine, exploding ammunition is ok and 
that this is all in the interest of our freedoms. What good is freedom when 
the government takes away your fun time areas, what good is freedom when 
the government can just walk in and do as it pleases under the camouflage 
of liberty, what good is freedom when the government left hand does not 
know what the right hand is doing. How can dirt bikers be this 
environmental evil on one day, then the next day, with the environmentally 
correct military in the following day with its arsenal, please who B.S. who. 
1. Where is the offer for other areas to be open up to the OHV racing?  2. Is 
going to be one for one, acre for acre? Is going to be pieced up into small 
area here and there? 3. You have taken Rainbow basin, now you're taking 
Johnson valley, why not take some of the wilderness lands? Fair is fair. 
This is simply not fair, it only benefits the military establishment and the 
people who make money off of them. Eisenhower warned us that this would 
happen, his words are over 60 years old and he understood that absolute 
power corrupts absolutely. In short, do not take Johnson valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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 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.  

 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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 1602 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to be closed due to 
the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat 
Center, there would be no reason for my family to travel to this part of the 
desert. Therefore, we would no longer spend money in Johnson Valley, 
Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other small communities that currently 
serve the recreating public near the proposed project site. As written, the 
DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the project's 
potential impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on unproven 
assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own experiences as 
a frequent and long-standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the 
proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative," would result in 
anything other than the significant disruptions of the local economy is 
misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, 
must be completely revised and until such action is taken I can only support 
the "No Action" alternative. Additionally, the amount of OHV recreation 
area continues to decline throughout the west while the OHV population 
increases. This pushes more people into smaller areas. This density creates 
safety concerns, more traffic on the same patch of land, and a very 
unpleasant family adventure/camping experience. The number of people 
that visit Johnson Valley is staggering. Your proposal would force these 
families to other already overcrowded OHV areas. Thank you for taking the 
time to consider my comments on this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
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OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1603 

 
Last Name Cano 

 
First Name Christopher 

 
Comment Please don't shut down or take any land from this place my club and i enjoy 

these grounds at Johnson valley, its the really only place where we can have 
our fun with such diversity in skill level and is trip we all look forward to 
taking those trails. its the perfect family OHV. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1604 

 
Last Name Romwell 

 
First Name Shawn 

 
Comment Please don't take away one of our favorite places to ride we have so few left 

and loose more ground every day 
 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 
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Response 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.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the 
current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1605 

 
Last Name Johanson 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment Please refrain from closing any public land in the Johnson Valley area. It is 

a widely used area for off roading that my family has enjoyed for years. 
Public riding areas in California are becoming more scarce and forces too 
many people into smaller riding areas which in turn causes injuries and 
deaths. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1606 

 
Last Name Griffith 

 
First Name Clint 
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Comment I live In Lucerne Valley. Evory weekend people from all over the USA and 
the world filter through my town to visit Johnson Valley. Buying gas, ice, 
food, and drinks. This town depands on these people for revenue. Our bums 
pick up there cans for income. With out them our shops will close up and 
our bums will lose there source of income, creating thievery, robery and 
ruining our town. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/7/2011 

 
Response 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 

 
 
Comment ID 1607 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area 5 times 
a year. We visit Johnson Valley to engage in such activities as 4 wheeling 
and Motorcycle riding. When preparing for a trip, we spend a few hundred 
on fuel, groceries, and other supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an 
additional $300 in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area 
while we are recreating. Over the years, we have patronized the following 
businesses (names of business), among others, in the Johnson 
Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville Area: If Johnson Valley, or any part of 
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it, were to be closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine 
Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason for my family 
to travel to this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no longer spend 
money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other small 
communities that currently serve the recreating public near the proposed 
project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete 
analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. The 
analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both common 
sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long-standing visitor to 
Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including the 
"Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the significant 
disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative in nature. 
This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised and until 
such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" alternative. Thank 
you for taking the time to consider my comments 
on this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1608 

 
Last Name Hack 
 
First Name John 

 
Comment Your statement to explain the justification for the land grab as the need to be 

able to have 3 battalions conduct 72 hour training. I live in Oceanside and 
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today (5/7/11) you just completed the type of training exercise you describe 
in as impossible to do anywhere in the United States at Camp Pendleton, 
only 70 miles from MCAGCC. Despite the fact that MCAGCC has nearly 
1000 sq. miles of land and is in a remote area the Marine Corps conducted 
the exercise on Pendleton a base with less than 200 sq. miles. Pendleton has 
a great amount of infrastructure so the training areas are proportionally 
much smaller than MCAGCC. It is in the middle of hundreds of thousands 
of people. Marines fired more than 1300 high explosive artillery rounds and 
over 30 rockets less than 4 miles from homes. The EPA Toxic Release 
Inventory proves that for every 6 rounds of artillery fired by the Marines at 
Pendleton and MCAGCC, 5 are fired at Camp Pendleton. Marines do not 
utilize the base now.Training for deployment is done at Pendleton so 
Marines can go home at night. Weeks will go by with no training at 
MCAGCC while Marines train at Camp Pendleton about 340 days a year. 
The noise advisory from Camp Pendleton proves this. I will be happy to 
provide prove of this. MCAGCC is already the largest base in the united 
States. The Army conducts their training of this type on a smaller base just 
north of MCAGCC. The fact that Marines want to take land enjoyed by 
millions of people to sit idle is atrocious. Local area residents will lose the 
use of an area that has become an important recreational area. This is akin to 
removing the ski area from residents of Aspen. The land also provides an 
important source of income for local area residents. Vehicle repair, food 
sales, and accommodation rentals are important sources of income for local 
residents. Does the Marines plan to compensate area residents? After the 
horrible experience perpetrated by the Marines Corps on residents in my 
area I can attest to the fact that the intense noise and vibration causes acute 
stress disorder. It is a most disruptive and invasive experience. I would not 
wish it on anyone.The exercise over the last three day had the Marine Corps 
fire over 1300 high explosive artillery rounds. We experiences 3 days of 
weapon discharges 24 hours a day. I have had no sleep in 3 days. This 
conduct is an extreme health hazard as well as a humiliation to have the 
sanctity of your home breached in such an awful manner. My small dog has 
not eaten in 3 days and shakes constantly. I invite you over to see this first 
hand. In conclusion there is no reason to grant the Marine Corp access to 
this land. The sectary of defense has stated the Marine Corp will experience 
a reduction and become more ship bound. "we do not need two armies", he 
said. "The Marines do not need this land" I say John Hack 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1609 

 
Last Name Jones 

 
First Name wayne 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, Johnson Vally is one of our greatest recreational 

areas due to its size and variety of terrain in California. My family and I 
have enjoyed riding motor cycles there for over 45 years. It's wonderful to 
go out for a weekend and see all the people camped out and enjoying the 
area in their own ways. Personally I love to explore and there is a lot of that 
there to do. It,s too bad you couldn't make a corr adore to Fort Irwin and 
train with them. Sincerely Wayne Jones 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 
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Response 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 importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1610 

 
Last Name DeWan 

 
First Name Evan 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities.  I am a former United States Marine and am fully sympathetic 
with the desire to have adequate training facilities to ensure our Marines are 
combat ready. However, I have been to Marine Corps facilities with vast 
amounts of land that sit idle and the public (you, me, and all US citizens) is 
denied access to. It is time for a reduction in the size and expense of our 
government, this includes the acquisition and continued funding of MORE 
(everything). Act responsibly and take the lead on reducing the crippling 
deficit and the mantra of "more, more, more". My family recreates in the 
Johnson Valley OHV area at least twice per year. Our favorite places to 
visit in Johnson Valley and we typically stay in Apple Valley and/or 
Victorville. We are motorcyclists and have been since the 1960s. When 
preparing for a trip, we spend hundreds of dollars on fuel, groceries, and 
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other supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an additional few hundred 
in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area while we are 
recreating. Over the years, we have patronized many businesses in the 
Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville Area. If Johnson Valley, or any 
part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms 
Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason for my 
family to travel to this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no longer 
spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other 
small communities that currently serve the recreating public near the 
proposed project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and 
incomplete analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. 
The analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both 
common sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long- standing 
visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including 
the "Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the 
significant disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative 
in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised 
and until such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" 
alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments on this 
important matter. Semper fi, Evan T DeWan, former Sergeant of Marines 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 
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Comment ID 1611 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Alternative #3, leave 100% of Johnson Valley open 12 months out of the 

year. This land belongs to the public and must stay as public land. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1612 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Alternative #3, leave 100% of Johnson Valley open 12 months out of the 

year. This land belongs to the public and must stay as public land. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1613 

 
Last Name Boring 

 
First Name Bruce 

 
Comment Please do not allow this land to be taken by the military.  There are other 

places in our Country that could be used, that are not such popular 
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destinations for the public.  As an off-road and enthusiast and desert lover, I 
strongly object to the land-grab contemplated here! This is not a good use 
for our popular desert! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1614 

 
Last Name Richardson 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment Please leave our desert alone. We know the military services have areas all 

over this country that can be used for training purposes and they do not 
need more. How about area 51? They claim to not have anything there.  
How about we get out of the middle east. Then mind our own business. lets 
stop trying to police the whole world. Do what needs to be done and then 
go home.  Beside that, we are bankrupt already. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20965 

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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1615 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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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. 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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1616 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
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reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 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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See Section 2.7 of the EIS for more information about alternatives that were 
considered but not carried forward for analysis in the EIS. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1617 

 
Last Name Nardi 

 
First Name Tony 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is the most awsome panoramic desert opportunity to visit 

and recreate. What a gain for the military if you consume all of it. What a 
lose for the public.  I object to the land acquisition and the negative 
economic impact it will have on the surrounding communities.  I support 
the 'no action' alternative. My family and I recreate 5 to 6 times per year in 
Johnson valley. I go there with my OHV buds 20 times per year. We camp 
at cougar buttes at camp rock road, the rock pile and anderson dry lake at 
bessimer mine road and sometime travel by ohv to boone road. We love to 
ride atvs and motorcycles. Over the years we usually stop off at Letty's for 
late lunch on the way back home to simi valley.If Johnson Valley is closed 
to the public then where do we ride or drive our ohv?Why expand into an 
area thats already useful to thousands of people per year.  As written, the 
DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the projects 
potential impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on unproven 
assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own experiences as 
a frequent visitor to J.V. To suggest that the proposed project, including the 
preferred alternative, would result in anything other than significant 
disruptions of the local economy is misleading. This part of the DEIS must 
be completely revised and until such action is taken I can only support the 
no action alternative.   How can the base be expanded when other bases are 
being closed due lack of monies.   Thank you, Tony Nardi simi valley, ca. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the analysis.  
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Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1618 

 
Last Name VanLeer 

 
First Name Richard W. 

 
Comment I DONT KNOW WHY THE MARINES CAN NOT GO TO FORT IRWIN 

FOR THESE MANUVERS THERE IS PLENTY OF UNUSED LAND 
OUYSIDE OF BARSTOW, CA.OR WHY THEY CANT GO NORTH 
EAST OF 29 PALMS FOR THESE MANUEVERS AND TRAINING. 
OFF ROADERS HAVE BEEN PICKED ON BY GOVERMENT 
AGENCIES FOR YEARS, AND LAND HAS BEEN TAKEN FROM US 
FOR MANY YEARS, THEY RAISE OUR OFFROAD GREEN FEES BY 
100 PERCENT AND THEN ASK TO BORROW THE MONEY THAT IS 
WRONG.OFF ROAD MONEY IS NEEDED IN THESE CITYS THAT 
OFFROADERS SPEND WHEN THERE FAMILYS GO OUT FOR THE 
WEEKEND I HAVE BEEN OFFROADING FOR OVER 40 YEARS, 
FIGHTING FOR THE BARSTOW TO LAS VEGAS RACE AGAINST 
SEN. FIENSTIEN AND HER FOLLOWERS. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1619 

 
Last Name VanLeer 

 
First Name Richard W. 
 
Comment I DONT KNOW WHY THE MARINES CAN NOT GO TO FORT IRWIN 

FOR THESE MANUVERS THERE IS PLENTY OF UNUSED LAND 
OUYSIDE OF BARSTOW, CA.OR WHY THEY CANT GO NORTH 
EAST OF 29 PALMS FOR THESE MANUEVERS AND TRAINING. 
OFF ROADERS HAVE BEEN PICKED ON BY GOVERMENT 
AGENCIES FOR YEARS, AND LAND HAS BEEN TAKEN FROM US 
FOR MANY YEARS, THEY RAISE OUR OFFROAD GREEN FEES BY 
100 PERCENT AND THEN ASK TO BORROW THE MONEY THAT IS 
WRONG.OFF ROAD MONEY IS NEEDED IN THESE CITYS THAT 
OFFROADERS SPEND WHEN THERE FAMILYS GO OUT FOR THE 
WEEKEND I HAVE BEEN OFFROADING FOR OVER 40 YEARS, 
FIGHTING FOR THE BARSTOW TO LAS VEGAS RACE AGAINST 
SEN. FIENSTIEN AND HER FOLLOWERS. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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 EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
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direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1620 

 
Last Name Snyder 

 
First Name Wayne 

 
Comment At the "open house" held at Ontario High School, the claim was repeatedly 

made that this site is essential to properly train our troops for fighting in 
Afghanistan.  When asked if this means the marines are planning on staying 
and fighting in Afghanistan for many years if this is the main justification, a 
representative response was that "situations around the world are always 
changing, just look at the sudden events in Japan."   In other words, the 
representatives were trying to justify the public land grab by citing any 
crisis in the world, regardless whether it has any relevance to the climate, 
type of land, etc.   The argument of similarities in climate and land, 
particularly when they are put forth as this is the only possible site, are 
clearly an attempt to make up justifications for the removal of public land 
from the public domain. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, 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 1621 
 
Last Name Snyder 

 
First Name Wayne 

 
Comment At the open house, one report claimed to look at effect on public use.   This 

report detailed the exact acreage involved in each plan. This is not an 
acceptable report on the effect of public use.  There was no data quantifying 
looking at questions such as what the number of people who use the land 
yearly?,What is the number  of families?,What is the total number of 
people-hours?,What is the predicted  effect on the user when involving the 
removal of a major family recreation area?, How does a successful 
recreation area such as this help keep kids off of drugs, out of gangs, away 
from urban street gangs, etc.  And also there are the economic effects, both 
for the area and for the various industries throughout southern California.  
An environmental impact study should look at the public effects, the 
economic effects, and the psychological and sociological effects of the 
action, not just a bunch of land maps with acres listed. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1622 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family and I use this area for offroading and family gathering several 

times a year. Unless this area is replaced square foot for square foot with 
equal riding area it will be a great loss to the community. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1623 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment My family uses this area as a low cost vacation area. In these hard 

economic times the elimination or reduction of this area will have a 
devistating effect on families for generations to come. Please expand the 
base in the opposite direction and stop being affraid of senator Boxer. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-20974 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1624 

 
Last Name Saldana 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment My Father introduced us to Johnson valley when I was a kid, Now me, 

friends and family take our families there aleast ten times a year.  Its the 
only place were the kids can ride without being run down by others due to 
overcrowding. If johnson valley is taken from us, everybody will have to 
cram into smaller areas like stoddard wells, el mirage and gorman.  Lucerne 
Valley, Hesperia will definately feel the impact, im sure there economy will 
suffer greatly.  I believe there livelyhoods out weigh 6000 troops running 
around the desert. Thank You 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1625 
 
Last Name Stockstell 

 
First Name Carol 

 
Comment    Don't take any more of California's public land. We already have very few 

areas open to off-road recreation, and the Johnson Valley OHV area is one 
of the most popular. The people of California have already relinquished so 
much of our land to the Feds and the state for "protection." While not 
completely opposed to protecting areas as wilderness, how much is enough? 
The same goes for our military bases. How much is enough? People who 
enjoy off-road recreation are citizens, too. The land belongs to us, too! We 
need to share it and the Johnson Valley OHV area is a perfect compromise. 
The military base needs to head east. I truly hope our comments are being 
considered in this matter! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1626 

 
Last Name Stockstell 

 
First Name Carol 

 
Comment The negative economic impact of closing the Johnson Valley OHV area and 

surrounding towns will be substantial. In a time of declining revenue, these 
communities cannot withstand this kind of hit. Having the base expansion 
head east will be a better alternative, if the expansion is needed at all. The 
homeowners in Johnson Valley also deserve consideration regarding this 
land acquisition. What about their rights! The Marine base needs to stay out 
of Johnson Valley! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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 
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businesses that are 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1627 

 
Last Name Talli 

 
First Name Marles 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. I grew up riding motorcycles in the Lucene Valley area. It 
was an opportunity for our family to do something together we all loved. 
My Father has passed on but my Mother still lives in the area, and my 
brother owns property in the area. We were just speaking of how much off 
road riding has been taken away from us. My brothers son, just one short 
generation behind me, does not have the same opportunities we had as 
children. This is unacceptable. If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to 
be closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps 
Air-Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason for my family to 
travel to this part of the desert. I have recently began riding dirt bikes again 
and was so looking forward to taking my husband and son out to ride where 
I grew up and learned to ride myself. This would include spending money 
in the local community as many others do who currently recreate here. As 
written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the 
project's potential impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on 
unproven assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own 
experiences as a long-standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that 
the proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative," would result in 
anything other than the significant disruptions of the local economy is 
misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, 
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must be completely revised and until such action is taken I can only support 
the "No Action" alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my 
comments on this important matter. Marles Talli 

 
Date Comment Received 5/8/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1628 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public   There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
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Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  
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Comment ID 1629 
 
Last Name Becker 

 
First Name William 

 
Comment I am AGAINST the Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center proposed 

base expansion and restricting OHV access at the Johnson Valley Off-
Highway Vehicle Recreation Area. I have a LOT OF FAMILY that lives in 
the San Diego AREA and we use it a lot. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1630 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not close down Johnson Valley. I can not support the DEIS report 

as it is inaccurate and puts in jeopardy the well-being of local businesses 
and offroad enthusiasts state wide. I have been enjoying Johnson Valley for 
over twenty years with family and friends. We spend on average around 
$500 dollars every trip we make there. We spend on average, six 4 day trips 
throughout the year. We visit a variety of local businesses for food, 
supplies, parts and recreational enjoyment. We ride a variety of offroad 
vehicles and shoot biodegradable clays for sport. The time spent at Johnson 
Valley OHV has been by far one of the most important activities that has 
bonded my family and provided for a strong moral upbringing for all those 
involved. If the land is removed from public access it will not only be bad 
for the local economy but also it will fracture the hearts and souls of the 
majority of us that visit and have a profound love for this recreational area. 
As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the 
project's potential impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on 
unproven assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own 
experiences as a frequent and long-standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To 
suggest that the proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative," 
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would result in anything other than the significant disruptions of the local 
economy is misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, 
among others, must be completely revised and until such action is taken I 
can only support the "No Action" alternative. Thank you for taking the time 
to consider my comments on this important matter. Chris S. Holmes 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1631 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives.  The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process.  The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated.  The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
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proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 
Thanks, Dan Ratliff 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 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. Consideration of 
indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National 
Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  
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Comment ID 1632 
 
Last Name Shatwell 

 
First Name Jason 

 
Comment Please do not take Johnson Valley from us, we have enjoyed this open land 

for decades. Every time we go out there we stop in Lucerne and spend alot 
of money in the Lucerne market. Like thousands of others, if Johnson 
Valley is closed we will not be going there anymore. Very sad. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1633 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Need to keep it open. It's the right thing to do! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1634 
 
Last Name Paolini 

 
First Name Anthony 

 
Comment Please don't take our off road get away. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1635 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not take the OHV land that I've been vacationing on all my life. 

OHV areas have become so limited since I was a child myself. I want my 
grandchildren to enjoy motorsports as I did. Johnson Valley is so close to 
the basin where I live that it is relatively inexpensive for us to vacation 
there and can be used for just a weekend trip, this means a lot since my 
husband's pay was cut last year. I just want my kids and grandkids to have 
easy vacation opportunities as we do. Gas prices just don't allow us to go 
further out anymore. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1636 
 
Last Name Frantz 

 
First Name Greg 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area 4 times 
a year. Our favorite place to visit is Johnson Valley, where we engage in 
such activities as 4 wheeling and rock crawling. When preparing for a trip, 
we spend $500 on fuel, groceries, and other supplies in our local area. Then, 
we spend an additional $200 in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne 
Valley/Victorville area while we are recreating.  If Johnson Valley, or any 
part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms 
Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason for my 
family to travel to this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no longer 
spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other 
small communities that currently serve the recreating public near the 
proposed project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and 
incomplete analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. 
The analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both 
common sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long-standing 
visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including 
the "Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the 
significant disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative 
in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised 
and until such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" 
alternative.   Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments on 
this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
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conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1637 

 
Last Name McKinley 

 
First Name Jess 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area at least 
8 times a year. Our favorite places to visit in Johnson Valley are The 
Hammers, Soggy Dry Lake, and the Rock Pile where we engage in such 
activities as trials riding, motorcycle riding, and geology hikes. When 
preparing for a trip, we spend $250 on fuel, groceries, and other supplies in 
our local area. Then, we spend an additional $500 in the Johnson 
Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area while we are recreating. Over the 
years, we have patronized many restaurants, shops, and convenience stores 
in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville Area. If Johnson Valley, 
or any part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine 
Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason 
for my family to travel to this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no 
longer spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the 
other small communities that currently serve the recreating public near the 
proposed project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and 
incomplete analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. 
The analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both 
common sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long-standing 
visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including 
the "Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the 
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significant disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative 
in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised 
and until such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" 
alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments on this 
important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1638 

 
Last Name Taylor 

 
First Name Leslie 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. I visit the Johnson Valley OHV area between 16-20 times a 
year. Our favorite place to visit in Johnson Valley is the OHV area, where 
we engage in such activities as shooting and riding dirt bikes. With gas as 
expensive as it is, it is already difficult to find close areas to ride! Having to 
drive 2-3 hours from Orange County is bad enough. I hate the track. I like 
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to enjoy the outdoors and the quiet and peace that the desert brings'you get 
to escape all the people and traffic and unwind. One of my favorite things 
about this area is that you can camp next to rock formations that provide 
both wind protection and beautiful surroundings. You cannot get that at 
Stoddard Wells or Four Corners. If you are going to take land, please take 
land that people don't already enjoy!!! There is plenty of it'why restrict land 
that is being used responsibly for family recreation and also boosts the CA 
economy?  When preparing for a trip, we spend $ 200 on fuel, groceries, 
and other supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an additional $ 100 in 
the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area at local gas stations and 
food establishments in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville Area. 
If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion 
of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there 
would be no reason for my family to travel to this part of the desert. 
Therefore, we would no longer spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne 
Valley, Victorville, or the other small communities that currently serve the 
recreating public near the proposed project site. I would probably travel 
south to Ocotillo Wells, which is already a heavily used area or start 
spending my weekends in Mexico where I am not saddled with regulations 
and fees like I am in CA. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and 
incomplete analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. 
The analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both 
common sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long- standing 
visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including 
the "Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the 
significant disruptions of the local economy is incorrect. This part of the 
DEIS, among others, must be completely revised, so I can only support the 
"No Action" alternative. Thanks. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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 
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proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1639 

 
Last Name Taylor 

 
First Name Leslie 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered.  From my perspective, the only alternative I 
can support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. I visit the Johnson Valley OHV area between 16-20 times a 
year. Our favorite place to visit in Johnson Valley is the OHV area, where 
we engage in such activities as shooting and riding dirt bikes. With gas as 
expensive as it is, it is already difficult to find close areas to ride! Having to 
drive 2-3 hours from Orange County is bad enough. I hate the track. I like 
to enjoy the outdoors and the quiet and peace that the desert brings'you get 
to escape all the people and traffic and unwind. One of my favorite things 
about this area is that you can camp next to rock formations that provide 
both wind protection and beautiful surroundings. You cannot get that at 
Stoddard Wells or Four Corners. If you are going to take land, please take 
land that people don't already enjoy!!! There is plenty of it'why restrict land 
that is being used responsibly for family recreation and also boosts the CA 
economy?  When preparing for a trip, we spend $ 200 on fuel, groceries, 
and other supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an additional $ 100 in 
the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area at local gas stations and 
food establishments in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville Area. 
If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion 
of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there 
would be no reason for my family to travel to this part of the desert. 
Therefore, we would no longer spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne 
Valley, Victorville, or the other small communities that currently serve the 
recreating public near the proposed project site. I would probably travel 
south to Ocotillo Wells, which is already a heavily used area or start 
spending my weekends in Mexico where I am not saddled with regulations 
and fees like I am in CA. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and 
incomplete analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. 
The analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both 
common sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long- standing 
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visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including 
the "Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the 
significant disruptions of the local economy is incorrect. This part of the 
DEIS, among others, must be completely revised, so I can only support the 
"No Action" alternative. Thanks. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1640 

 
Last Name Garrison 

 
First Name Nevin 

 
Comment As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the 

project's potential impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on 
unproven assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own 
experiences as a frequent and long-standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To 
suggest that the proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative," 
would result in anything other than the significant disruptions of the local 
economy is misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, 
among others, must be completely revised and until such action is taken I 
can only support the "No Action" alternative. Thank you for taking the time 
to consider my comments on this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 
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Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1641 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please stay off our land you still have plenty of land to bomb. We need 

some where to play. What you are proposing is not good for the enviroment 
and will do way more damage than the motorcycles and atv's that ride the 
area 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 
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Comment ID 1642 
 
Last Name Johnston 

 
First Name Carlos 

 
Comment I would respectfully ask the EIS to consider the "No Action" alternative to 

expanding the base. More and more OHV users are beeing squeezed in to a 
smaller and smaller space and this causes more wear and tear to the 
available land  I travel to Johnson Valley to ride off road about 6 times a 
year. Some times friends and family camp out there and we have agreat 
time. Some times we stay at hotels in Apple Valley. I am sure that if this 
area where to be shut down or acces reduced, there would be a significant 
negative effect to the local economy Please choose the NO ACTION 
alternative  Respectfully Carlos Johnston 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 1643 
 
Last Name Molinari 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family has owned 5 acres in Johnson Valley since 1970 & 
we recreate in the Johnson Valley OHV area throughout the year. The third 
generation of family & friends are now enjoying many trips to our property 
for great family fun & camping which is now in jeopardy with this proposal 
Many of our favorite places to visit in Johnson Valley have already been 
closed and designated as "Wilderness Areas" like the jeep trails into the 
mountains leading to "Willie Boys" gravesite which is a historic spot in the 
areas history. We now have been restricted into riding in the OHV open 
area which is getting more & more crowded due to the closing of other 
riding areas.  When preparing for a trip, we spend $ 500-$1000 on fuel, 
groceries, and other supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an additional 
$ 200-$300 in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area on a 
normal weekend trip. Over the years, we have patronized the following 
businesses in Pioneer Town, Landers gas stations & mini-marts, Johnson 
Valley Association, Yucca Valley hardware, Victorville area gas 
station/auto parts stores/restaurants -too many to name, among others, in the 
Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville Area. If Johnson Valley, or any 
part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms 
Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would be little reason for 
my family to travel to this part of the desert and our property value would 
be desimated. Therefore, we would no longer spend money in Johnson 
Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other small communities that 
currently serve the recreating public near the proposed project site. As 
written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the 
project's potential impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on 
unproven assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own 
experiences as a frequent and long-standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To 
suggest that the proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative," 
would result in anything other than the significant disruptions of the local 
economy is misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, 
among others, must be completely revised and until such action is taken I 
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can only support the "No Action" alternative.  Thank you for taking the 
time to consider my comments on this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1644 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. In addition, the Corps has rigged "the purpose 
and need section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives 
and has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during 
a NEPA process. The Corps excluded the use of Fort Irwin based on false 
assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current infrastructure deficiencies, 
and other administrative hurdles cannot be mitigated. Also, the arbitrary 
screening criteria eliminated a number of viable proposals and alternatives 
brought forward by the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered several 

alternative scenarios for the proposed action (including conducting the 
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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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1645 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have used this area for the past 40 years. I have used it for camping 

offroading and racing. I have taken my family out and would like to see it 
still available for my grand children to use and enjoy. If this is taken away 
from us it will have a very negitve impact economicly on several companies 
that make thier living on motorcycle and jeep accesories. As if we need any 
more unemployment. I realy like to see that this area to stay open for future 
generations. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 
 
Response 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1646 

 
Last Name Olsen 

 
First Name Eric 

 
Comment i have been riding and racing Johnson Valley since the late 70's. since the 

land was established as an ohv area I assumed it would be there for future 
generations of offroaders.Now that the recreational lands are getting 
squeezed into ever smaller areas it almost looks like the possible end to a 
sport that my family and I have loved doing for years.It would be nice if 
other areas not designated for ohv were considered. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 
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Comment ID 1647 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not expand the 29 Palms Marine Base into the Johnson Valley 

OHV Area.  From my perspective, the only alternative I can support is the 
"No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative would allow 
continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current levels and also 
avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding communities. 
My family goes to the Johnson Valley OHV area several times a year. Our 
favorite places to visit in Johnson Valley are Soggy Dry Lake and Means 
Dry Lake, where we camp and take the quads and motorcycles on 
weekends. We also enjoy the off-road races and the rock crawling 
competitions held at the Johnson Valley OHV area. When preparing for a 
trip, we spend hundreds of dollars on fuel, groceries, and other supplies in 
our local area. Then, we spend an hundreds more in the Johnson 
Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area while we are recreating. Over the 
years, we have patronized the following businesses: B and B Cycles; 
Victorville Motorcycle Center; Lucerne Valley Market, among many 
others, in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville Area. If Johnson 
Valley, or any part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion of the 
Twenty- nine Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would 
be no reason for my family to travel to this part of the desert. Therefore, we 
would no longer spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, 
Victorville, or the other small communities that currently serve the 
recreating public near the proposed project site. As written, the DEIS 
provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the project's potential 
impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on unproven 
assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own experiences as 
a frequent and long-standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the 
proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative," would result in 
anything other than the significant disruptions of the local economy is 
misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, 
must be completely revised and until such action is taken I can only support 
the "No Action" alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my 
comments on this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 
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recreational and film industry spending. The best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1648 

 
Last Name Nuss 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered.  From my perspective, the only alternative I 
can support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area at least 
thirty times a year. Our favorite places to visit in Johnson Valley are Mean 
dry lake bed, Rock pile, Red Hill, Soggy Dry lake bed and all points in 
between, where we engage in such activities as Rock hounding, hiking 
riding motorcycles both for pleasure and competition. There are other times 
we just go out and enjoy the solitude of the desert. My family consists of 
three generations that currently use the Johnson Valley area, with a total of 
six generations that have made this area a destination point for years. The 
US government has closed down increasingly more and more land for the 
public to use for recreation, with no alternates. Johnson Valley is the last 
large piece of land left to provide safe recreation. With the use of public 
land increased, it makes no sense to be taking away more land and 
crowding such a large population into a postage stamp sized area. When 
preparing for a trip, we spend $ 400.00 on fuel, groceries, and other 
supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an additional $400.00 in the 
Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area while we are recreating. 
Over the years, we have patronized the following businesses, Lucerne 
Valley market, Union 76 gas station, Letty restaurant, Hiway 247 
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restaurant, among others, in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville 
Area: If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to be closed due to the 
expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat 
Center, there would be no reason for my family to travel to this part of the 
desert. Therefore, we would no longer spend money in Johnson Valley, 
Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other small communities that currently 
serve the recreating public near the proposed project site. As written, the 
DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the project's 
potential impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on unproven 
assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own experiences as 
a frequent and long- standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the 
proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative," would result in 
anything other than the significant disruptions of the local economy is 
misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, 
must be completely revised and until such action is taken I can only suppo 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1649 

 
Last Name Burkhart 

 
First Name Daniel 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
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related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area two 
times a year. Our favorite places to visit in Johnson Valley are off of 
Bessemer Mine road , where we engage in such activities as Motorcycling 
and UTV touring. When preparing for a trip, we spend $ 300.00 on fuel, 
groceries, and other supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an additional 
$ 150.00 in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area while we 
are recreating. Over the years, we have patronized the following businesses 
(names of business), among others, in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne 
Valley/Victorville Area: If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to be 
closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-
Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason for my family to travel to 
this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no longer spend money in 
Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other small 
communities that currently serve the recreating public near the proposed 
project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete 
analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. The 
analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both common 
sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long- standing visitor to 
Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including the 
"Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the significant 
disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative in nature. 
This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised and until 
such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" alternative. Thank 
you for taking the time to consider my comments on this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21000 

Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1650 

 
Last Name Best 

 
First Name Kevin 

 
Comment    My family and friends camp at least a dozen times a year in and around 

Johnson Valley. We spend at least 350 dollars each trip, fuel and food. That 
doesn't count vehicle repairs. I vote no action on EIS. We've been using this 
area since the 70's 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1651 

 
Last Name Wagner 

 
First Name Gary 

 
Comment I'm writing regarding the land grab oF the Johnson Valley OHV and 

camping area. My family and I have been going to this area for many years. 
We have enjoyed the camping hiking and OHV trails. There are not many 
of these area's left in CA to go to. It would be a shame for this area to be 
taken away. My kids learned to ride there, I broke my first bone there at the 
age of 60, my foot, my wife turned in front of me. I forgave her.   Please 
find another area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1652 

 
Last Name Tesh 

 
First Name Martin 

 
Comment I have studies the options at several meetings and the option that is missing 
 is NONE OF THE ABOVE. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1653 

 
Last Name Kudlick 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment I have been off road motorcycling in Johnson Valley since 1985. I fully 

support the need to train our Marines but also believe that the Johnson 
Valley Off Road Vehicle riding area is essential to Southern California. As 
I am sure you are aware the areas in Southern California for people to 
recreate with off road vehicles has been shrinking year after year since I 
started riding in California. Many of the areas that are left have already 
been reduced in size. Most of the areas have become too small to be able to 
hold off road riding events for large groups of people. Such as races and 
organized charity rides. I am a member of Ventura County Motorcycle Club 
where we have participated in putting on many events in Johnson Valley 
over the years. Taking Johnson Valley Off Road Vehicle riding area is just 
not acceptable for any reason. There is no replacement land in Southern 
California and the answer being provided is tough luck. This is a large 
community of law abiding recreationist trying to use what little land we 
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have left for our events. But for the marines there are alternatives. Since 
they seem to be looking for areas to do this practice for just a couple of 
months a year I would think there are federal lands they could use that are 
just as suitable as Johnson Valley. I just look north to the neighboring state 
of Nevada where there is the Nevada Test Site and the Nevada Testing and 
Training Range. I believe that the Marines could carve out time at these 
sites to do this kind of training and have enough land to do it in. I would 
have to believe the air rights for restricted flight has already been arranged 
with the FAA. I also believe that this area also offers almost identical 
terrain to the Johnson Valley area. It also offers similar temperate 
elevations, and humidity. From owning vacation homes in Henderson NV I 
know the Air Force also hold major training events a couple of times a year 
out there. It does seem that the two forces could coordinate training 
schedules so they can both independently conduct large scale training 
exercises on this land in Nevada. This is just one out of the box solution and 
I am sure there are many more. It seems that the Marines want their own 
very large testing area that they only use part time for major training. And 
yet the Air Force has it's own very large testing area it also only uses part 
time for major training. Sharing makes the most sense all away around and 
the only way it does not make sense is if the Maries feel slighted because 
they have to use an Air Force Base to conduct their training. One way to 
solve that is make the Nevada Test Range a joint Air force and Marine test 
facility not only in use but also in running the facility. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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). 
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Comment ID 1654 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Choose option "alternative 3" for the Marine Corps training area. There is 

no where to put a new OHV, but there is avialable land for the Marine 
Corps. Why not use the National Training Center at Ft. Irwin for the Marine 
exercises? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1655 

 
Last Name Lanciaux 

 
First Name Marc 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support the "No Action" 

alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the 
purpose and need section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of 
alternatives. The Corps has failed to consider a reasonable range of 
alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule 
of reason" test. The "rule of reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that 
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is comparable to the arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to 
Justify Need for 1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs. The Corps 
excluded the use of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling 
conflicts, current infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative 
hurdles cannot be mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a 
number of viable proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public..  
There is Corps Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps 
spokesman, Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory 
Council that, "What makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really 
well with each other and not really very well with the other services." The 
Corps Failed to Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on 
Project Viability. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 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 
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the EIS for more information about alternatives that were considered but 
not carried forward for analysis in the EIS. Consideration of indirect effects 
of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National Deficit are 
outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1656 

 
Last Name Peterson 
 
First Name Jay 

 
Comment As an active user of Johnson Valley and given the Alternatives presented, I 

strongly support the "No Action" alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the 
analysis, the public objection to the project and the national economic crisis 
I believe the base expansion as proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. 
The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need section" of this NEPA process 
to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps has failed to consider a 
reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The 
Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of reason" is essentially a 
reasonableness test that is comparable to the arbitrary and capricious 
standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 1990s-era Simultaneous 
Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of Fort Irwin based on 
false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current infrastructure 
deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be mitigated. The 
arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable proposals and 
alternatives brought forward by the public  There is Corps Bias Against 
Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain Nick 
Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What makes 
the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other and not 
really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to Analyze DOD 
Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
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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. 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. Consideration of indirect effects 
of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National Deficit are 
outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1657 

 
Last Name Adan 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need section" of this NEPA process 

to limit the range of alternatives.  The Corps has failed to consider a 
reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process.  The 
Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of reason" is essentially a 
reasonableness test that is comparable to the arbitrary and capricious 
standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 1990s-era Simultaneous 
Training of 3 MEBs 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1658 

 
Last Name Camerano 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment As an avid off-roader I am not happy that the military is trying to take away 

many acres of public land that has been used by many fellow off-roaders. 
Please   DO NOT take this land away from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1659 

 
Last Name Camerano 
 
First Name James 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support the "No Action" 

alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the 
purpose and need section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of 
alternatives. There is Corps Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 
Corps spokesman, Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert 
Advisory Council that, "What makes the Marine Corps special is that we 
play really well with each other and not really very well with the other 
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services." The Corps Failed to Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit 
Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the 
DoD budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1660 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment GO EAST!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 
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decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1661 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I've got two concerns dealing with the land acquisition the Marine Corps 

has proposed. My first concern deals with the off road community. I'm sure 
those who will make the final decision have heard this, but it truly is a 
concern of mine. When the government passed the Desert Protection Act, 
they closed off a very large area of the California Mojave to the off road 
community. The largest area to ride off road is Johnson Valley. The land 
acquisition will basically cut this area in half. In doing this, the remaining 
land will become even more saturated resulting in an overuse of the 
remaining trails. Our current elected officials have said there will not be any 
other land opened to off roaders. At this point, I feel the off road 
community has done nothing but give (or have taken away), with nothing 
returned. My second concern comes as a land owner. My family owns 
twenty acres within two miles of Johnson Valley OHV. We've had enough 
problems with the local unique characters (trespassing,break ins, property 
stolen, even squatters) of Lucerne Valley. I have a very real concern for 
what would become of our property if (when) the land acquisition occurs. 
With Johnson Valley being so large, the only real traffic we see from off 
roaders are those riding towards Stoddard Valley. With more traffic, I'm 
concerned with those who may see our property and see what we have. 
There are those in every community (not just off-road) who will break in 
and take what they want. We've had this problem when squatters 
neighboring on neighboring properties would have friends over, and I'm 
afraid it will be even worse with more traffic near our property. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1662 

 
Last Name Hicks 
 
First Name B.R. 

 
Comment If you must expand why not to the east rather than the west? Common sense 

would seem to dictate further away from population would be preferable 
than closer, if nothing else for security reasons. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1663 

 
Last Name Chick 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment As a recreationalist I have spent many years visiting Johnson Valley.  It was 

used by the military for training many years ago and subsequently managed 
as BLM land.  The areas in question are instrumental in the developement 
of skills and memories for our children and thier children to come.  The 
area has a diversity of terrain that is used by off highway and motorcyle 
users as well as campers and hikers. Please keep this area as it cureently is.  
Allow the public to continue using this are as we are continously losing our 
public lands to a diversity of interests.   Respectfully,  David Chick 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21011 

to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1664 

 
Last Name Telepak 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment The DEIS for 29 Palms is severely flawed for reasons below that violate the 

NEPA process, It should be retracted, redone, and resubmitted. The only 
alternative I could support at this time would be "No Action". 1) By law 
NEPA requires a reasonable range of alternatives which the Corps has 
purposely NOT provided. 2) There is no creditable justification for the 
requiring simultaneous training of 3 MEBs given the present and 
anticipated world-wide need for combat capability of this type at this level. 
3) It is very damaging and counterproductive not to use the nearby Army 
facility at Ft. Irwin. One of your officers has been publicly quoted that the 
Corps prides itself in NOT cooperating with the other services. As a retired 
Army officer (COL), I find this very offensive, and as an American 
taxpayer UNacceptable. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1665 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a resident of the High Desert, I am concerned about the consequences 

that will directly result as a cause of selling off desert land to the Marines or 
other military branches. I enjoy hiking on the weekends to Lucerne Valley, 
Johnson Valley, Yucca Valley, and Joshua Tree National Park freely with 
my hounds. This land is rich in not only ancient Indian petroglyphs but also 
in geographical sites and minerals. By turning this land over for private use 
for the military, residents are risking losing their rights to their own 
backyard. The High Desert makes a lot of it's income thanks to tourist who 
come to find peace and refuge from everyday city life as well as seek fun on 
their motorbikes. If we give up this land mass, we are risking economic 
trauma. Also the debris caused by military set off is not something too 
suitable for desert wildlife. The desert tortoise is at risk of extinction and if 
the citizens don't protect them who will? The military won't- that's for 
certain. This land is my land as well as it is my neighbors and fellow 
wildlife. Don't destroy the natural beauty and serenity of our desert 
ecosystem by exploiting it with missiles and gunfire. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1666 

 
Last Name Olson 

 
First Name Eric 

 
Comment Dear Sirs or Madam,  True multiple-use land is becoming more and more 

scarce all the time.  Please do not take away the Johnson Valley from 
generations of families who enjoy recreating on this land.  Thank you for 
your consideration, Eric Olson 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.2-21014 

Comment ID 1667 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area 2 times 
a year, where we engage in Or-road motorcycling. When preparing for a 
trip, we spend $400 on fuel, groceries, and other supplies in our local area. 
Then, we spend an additional $250 in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne 
Valley/Victorville area while we are recreating. Over the years, we have 
patronized the following businesses (names of business), among others, in 
the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville Area: If Johnson Valley, or 
any part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine 
Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason 
for my family to travel to this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no 
longer spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the 
other small communities that currently serve the recreating public near the 
proposed project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and 
incomplete analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. 
The analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both 
common sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long-standing 
visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including 
the "Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the 
significant disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative 
in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised 
and until such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" 
alternative.   Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments on 
this important matter.   Respectfully, Scott Dinslage 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21015 

OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1668 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support the "No Action" 

alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the 
purpose and need section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of 
alternatives. The Corps has failed to consider a reasonable range of 
alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule 
of reason" test. The "rule of reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that 
is comparable to the arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to 
Justify Need for 1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps 
excluded the use of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling 
conflicts, current infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative 
hurdles cannot be mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a 
number of viable proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public 
There is Corps Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps 
spokesman, Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory 
Council that, "What makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really 
well with each other and not really very well with the other services." The 
Corps Failed to Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on 
Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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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. As discussed in Section 2.7 of the 
EIS, the Marine Corps considered several alternativescenarios 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. 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. Consideration of indirect effects 
of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National Deficit are 
outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1669 

 
Last Name Saldana 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment It will be very sad day if the land that grew up on riding with my father 

family and friends.  My grandfather first took my dad there when he was 
young now he takes me.  Why this part of the desert, when desert land is so 
vast across California, Arizona, New Mexico ect.   What about the local 
economies of Lucerne Valley, Apple Valley Victorville and Hesperia.  Our 
riding season starts in September through May and we normally make at 
least 10 trips to Johnson Valley and every time we buy groceries at the 
Stater Bros. IN HESPERIA.  We also stop to eat, get gas, buy supplies and 
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other various stuff in town, on the way to Johnson Valley, just like 
thousands of others.  I just dont understand why so much land is needed, 
how much training can there possibly be in the desert and what the 
enviroment so much for saving turtles. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  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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Comment ID 1670 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please consider me and my family apposed to the take over of Johnson 

Valley and the Hammer trails. I consider this hitting below the belt, I have 
loved ones in the marines and have supported the armed forces of this 
country forever, This could change things. We support you and thank you 
for our freedom and Thank you !! Please dont take our playground that you 
have fought for us, withought Johnson Valley who cares. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1671 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please reconsider your decision to take over land belonging to the Johnson 

Valley ORV area. Remember: Many Marines families also make extensive 
use of this land for their own off road vehicle activities. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1672 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please choose Option #3. I am an avid off-road enthusiast and any other 

option would impact my family. I spend up to 15 weekends a year at 
Johnson Valley with family and friends. This is a public resource that 
should be enjoyed by the public.  Best regards, Nigel Young 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1673 

 
Last Name Stanfield 

 
First Name Ryan 

 
Comment Is often the case that fragmented populations can cause a loss of genetic 

diversity that can cripple vulnerable species to the point of extinction. Our 
desert ecosystem is more valuable to us to preserve for future generations 
rather than a substrate for military training. Though the defense of our 
country is important, a balance must be struck between our national security 
and the preservation of our most sacred lands. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. 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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Comment ID 1674 
 
Last Name Nay 

 
First Name Donn 

 
Comment History has shown that water is in short supply in the immediate vicinity of 

Twentynine Palms. There is no evidence to support the 
conclusions/hypothesis contained in the document that there will be 
minimal or no impact to the already existing water supply. 5.3.2.1 Increased 
Use of Twentynine Palms Valley Groundwater Basin . The TPWD believes 
that it may be possible to shift additional water production from the Joshua 
Tree Basin to the Twentynine Palms Valley Basin to stabilize water levels 
within the Joshua Tree Basin. This pure conjecture, a full study of must be 
conducted to ascertain the impact to ground water in this area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Section 5.3.2.1 of the EIS indicates that the 

Twentynine Palms Water District plans to initiate a study to determine 
whether or not the District can manage its groundwater basins by shifting 
supply from the heavily-used Joshua Basin to the less-utilized Twentynine 
Palms Valley Basin. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1675 

 
Last Name pope 

 
First Name norm 

 
Comment Please don't take over Johnson Valley. We have so little already out there. 

Perhaps the base can go to a different area? Thank you for fighting for our 
country and making it possible to enjoy our sport!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21021 

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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1676 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I DO NOT SUPPORT taking any area from the Johnson Valley OHV area 

for expanding the Marine base or any other reason. I do support the Marines 
and if they need more land then we should open current wilderness areas or 
wilderness study areas for the marines use.  Off-highway vehicle users have 
been "crammed" into the Johnson Valley area after decades of Wilderness 
designation, administrative closures, and lawsuits that closed millions of 
acres of the California desert.  ALL this area needs to remain open open to 
OHV use, all the time. More public land needs to be open to the public and 
ohv use, not less. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

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

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21022 

 
Comment ID 1677 

 
Last Name Nay 

 
First Name Donn 

 
Comment Senate Bill SB 2921 is referenced in chapter 5. This bill has been 

introduced by Senator Feinstein but has not moved beyond introduction its 
inclusion in this DEIS is inappropriate and not germane to this issue. This 
reference and inclusion must be removed as well as any consideration 
within the statement 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1678 

 
Last Name pope 

 
First Name norm 

 
Comment Please don't take over Johnson Valley. We have so little already out there. 

Perhaps the base can go to a different area? Thank you for fighting for our 
country and making it possible to enjoy our sport!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1679 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would not like to see any of the Johnson Valley area closed to public use 

permantly. We go there with our jeep and it is great fun to explore. If closed 
we would not be able to do that. We also enjoy the area known as the 
Hammers in the Courgar Buttes area. There are many other trails too. We 
also go motorcycle riding out off Bessemer Mine Rd. We have gone to 
many off road & motorcycle races which bring out many people. I feel that 
these activities are good family fun and help the economy in the High 
Desert area. Lucerne Valley and several areas benefit from riders and off 
road enthusiasts stopping to purchase goods or eat at local businesses. 
There are too many areas being closed to public use. I would like to see the 
Marines go a different direction and leave Johnson Valley open 100% 12 
months a year. East would be a good direction. I understand it is a 
wilderness area but you can use it for your 2 months and 10 months it can 
be wilderness again. I also believe that it would be possible to share the 
Johnson Valley area if 100% is available 10 months out of the year while 
exercises are not being done. I don't think it is fair to close the area as 
Alternative 6 suggests. That takes away too much! Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 1680 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Did I mention that I really do appreaciate the Marines and all the military 

who are keeping us safe. We do. But I do not think that closing off most of 
Johnson Valley is wise. I think that too many people enjoy that area for off 
roading activies and plain family fun. It brings money to the high desert 
communities. If they have to go elsewhere we loose those dollars. Or 
people just won't go and no one gets the dollars that would otherwise be 
spent. Keeping Johnson Valley open 100% 12 months a year would be 
great. Or at least 100% for 10 months of the year. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/9/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1681 

 
Last Name taflin 

 
First Name tom 

 
Comment Please don't shrink our favorite recreation areas anymore so future 

generations can recreate there. Also there is Corps Bias Against Integration 
- On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the 
BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What makes the Marine Corps 
special is that we play really well with each other and not really very well 
with the other services." 

 
Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21025 

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 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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1682 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Dear US Military Representative, Although I am an extremely supportive of 

the United States Military, I am concerned about this loss of land for 
outdoor recreation. I do believe "we" should increase our military training 
operations, and thus require additional lands to do so, we need to make sure 
and offset this reduction in public access properties with new venues. 
Outdoor recreation, motorized and non-motorized, is a critical family 
activity throughout the United States. We truly are required to maintain 
these areas of public access, and should keep this a #1 priority. Please have 
due dilligence in providing additional public outdoor recreation lands, if 
these lands are reallocated for military use, even if it is necessary to 
aquiring them in surrounding areas. Outdoor recreation is an important 
mainstay of the US people. Thank you for your review of my letter. 
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Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1683 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support the "No Action" 

alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the 
purpose and need section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of 
alternatives. The Corps has failed to consider a reasonable range of 
alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule 
of reason" test. The "rule of reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that 
is comparable to the arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to 
Justify Need for 1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps 
excluded the use of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling 
conflicts, current infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative 
hurdles cannot be mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a 
number of viable proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public 
There is Corps Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps 
spokesman, Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory 
Council that, "What makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really 
well with each other and not really very well with the other services." The 
Corps Failed to Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on 
Project Viability  

 
Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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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. 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. 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. Consideration of indirect effects 
of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National Deficit are 
outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1684 

 
Last Name Kolberg 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment The American Motorcyclist Association (AMA) is encouraging riders to 

submit their comments regarding the Marine Corps Air Ground Combat 
Center proposed base expansion. This proposed enlargement of the facility 
could restrict your ability to access the Johnson Valley Off-Highway 
Vehicle Recreation Area. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. Thank You MIKE :-) 
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Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1685 

 
Last Name Burgess 

 
First Name Dave 

 
Comment My friends and family have been enjoying the area for 50+ years.  As the 

available lands for off road decrease, there is detrimental effects on family 
life, the local economy and the overall economy.  While I am not familiar 
with the exact needs of the military, I believe that most of the land will be 
closed to public use with only a small portion actually used by the military.  
Is there not enough acreage available now for the exercises?  And, my other 
concern is the cost to the taxpayer if the area is to be maintained by the govt 
for very little ueage. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 

 
Response 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 
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alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year.  
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1686 

 
Last Name Mumm 

 
First Name Rhonda 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support the "No Action" 

alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the 
purpose and need section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of 
alternatives. The Corps has failed to consider a reasonable range of 
alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule 
of reason" test. The "rule of reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that 
is comparable to the arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to 
Justify Need for 1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps 
excluded the use of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling 
conflicts, current infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative 
hurdles cannot be mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a 
number of viable proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public 
There is Corps Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps 
spokesman, Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory 
Council that, "What makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really 
well with each other and not really very well with the other services." The 
Corps Failed to Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on 
Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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.   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. 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. Consideration of indirect effects 
of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National Deficit are 
outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1687 

 
Last Name richardson 

 
First Name judy 

 
Comment Its crazy to take this land, it will be in my front yard. why this land? The 

gov. doesn't have the money they need now, how can they do this? 
 
Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 
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Response 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.  Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 
important part of the decision-making process.  This information becomes 
part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action.  The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1688 

 
Last Name Brown 

 
First Name Kevin 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, I have ridden and raced in the Johnson Valley for 

over the past 20 to 30 years. I have family that go there at least 2 to 3 times 
a year and friends that attend all the different motorcycle races put on there 
every year. To lose this OHV area would be detrimental to the many people 
who recreate in this area on a weekly and yearly basis. Plus the money that 
is spent can be in the thousands per month to do what they love. With all 
the land that is locked up every year there will come a point that there is not 
going to be enough land to support all the people that enjoy recreating this 
way. This will cause a heavier burden on adjacent states and areas that are 
off limits to OHV users. If you have 800,000 to 1,000,000 people using this 
area currently, Where are they going to go if this area is closed down? I 
have lived in Nevada my whole life and with all the closures that have 
occurred in California over the last 10 years have caused a heavy influx of 
OHV users to the areas I have ridden in my whole life. This would be the 
case for sure on all adjacent States if this area is closed down. Pretty soon 
the other States will not be able to handle this influx. I am very supportive 
of our Marines and having them trained sufficiently to protect us at all 
times, so we can have our freedom! But how much land do they need, 
There are many training facilities in the U.S. that can accommodate all our 
service personnel and adding this land to there already existing acreage is 
unnecessary. We need Johnson Valley for the outdoor enthusiast so please 
take into consideration my comments. Thank You for your time and letting 
me voice my opinion on this matter. Kevin A. Brown 

 
Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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.  
 
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1689 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Dont close Johnson valley, me and my family have been going there since I 

was 2 years old, we are running out of places to ride. It kept me out of 
troulbe as a kid  letting out my frustration out on my bike. It releases all my 
stress and lets me spend time with the family out in the quiet desert. I teach 
my kids to take back what you brought out and to pick up any other trash if 
we see it. My kids keep up their grades or else they dont ride, it is very 
motivational tool it worked for me and also works for my kids. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1690 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The State of California and the Federal Govt. have enough land that they 

cannot maintain right now. The Johnson Valley is another in a long list of 
unneeded and misused PUBLIC LAND. It is a joke that they would want to 
take over control of another 200,000 acres when they can't afford to clean 
the toilets in State and Federal parks right now. As a taxpayer as well as an 
outdoor recreationalist who enjoys taking my family to areas that have Dry 
Camp camping and not just little spaces (Cookie cutter) type sites. With the 
economy in the condition of near bankruptcy we need areas such as these to 
bring much needed dollars for the economy. Please consider removing this 
site from the govt. lists of already failed acquisitions. We the people don't 
need the Govt. taking more of our public land for their misuse and abuse. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1691 

 
Last Name Nielsen 

 
First Name Bob 

 
Comment I am writing you all today about my concern that you might take away 

Johnson Valley OHV area away from me and my family, I ride out there 
around 10 times a year my son is in the US Air Force and I used to take him 
out there and we have had Life Memories Forever I have spent time with 
my family and friends for many years, I alone spend at least 2 to 3 hundred 
dollars every time I go. It would be a human tragedy for you all to take this 
away from us. 
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Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1692 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support the "No Action" 

alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1693 

 
Last Name Nesbitt 

 
First Name Bryce 
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Comment Please keep Johnson Valley open to OHV recreation. Much of the public 
land in California is off limits to OHV recreation and closing Johnson 
Valley to this would be devastating to motorcycle riders like myself.  
Johnson Valley is home to many great desert races for motorcyclists and it 
would be disappointing to many folks to lose the opportunity to ride/race in 
Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/10/2011 

 
Response 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.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the 
current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1694 

 
Last Name Kilpatrick 
 
First Name Pat 

 
Comment Gentlemen, I submit these comments concerning the proposed land 

acquisition for the MCAGCC or MAGTF-TC. My main concern is for the 
Johnson Valley Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) recreation area, alternative 
six. As a retired Marine Infantryman (MOS 0311, 0313, 0369), with combat 
experience, I fully understand the value of live fire training. Fire and 
movement and fire and maneuver are the essence of the Corps and its 
successful mission accomplishment across the Globe.  My family and 
friends use Johnson Valley OHV at least ten times throughout the year. It is 
the only riding area within an hour's drive of Twentynine Palms and Yucca 
Valley. My three children, wife and I all have ATVs that we enjoy riding in 
the beautiful desert of Johnson Valley. If the OHV area were to be closed, 
and eventually it would be closed, we would have to travel a lot further in 
order to go riding. With the price of fuel as high as it is that probably 
wouldn't happen. This will lead to the sale of all ATV's thus impacting the 
local economy, I would no longer have them serviced and repaired by the 
local shops nor would I purchase additional ridding products.   
Additionally, Johnson Valley is home to “The King of the Hammers” race. 
This event attracts teams for across the world bringing in a large volume of 
income during that time. I ask you to put more thought into alternative 3. 
Yes it will be more difficult for maneuver elements but show me a 
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difficulty the Marine Corps can't overcome. Please consider the economic 
impact in these difficult times. Alternative three is my personal 
recommendation.  Semper Fidelis Kilpatrick, Pat P. SSgt USMC (Retired) 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1695 

 
Last Name Adams 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support the "No Action" 

alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn.  The Corps has rigged "the 
purpose and need section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of 
alternatives. The Corps has failed to consider a reasonable range of 
alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule 
of reason" test. The "rule of reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that 
is comparable to the arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to 
Justify Need for 1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps 
excluded the use of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling 
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conflicts, current infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative 
hurdles cannot be mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a 
number of viable proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public 
There is Corps Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps 
spokesman, Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory 
Council that, "What makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really 
well with each other and not really very well with the other services." The 
Corps Failed to Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on 
Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 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. Consideration of indirect effects 
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of the Proposed Action on the DoD budget and the National Deficit are 
outside the scope of this EIS analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 1696 

 
Last Name Suesse 

 
First Name Ned 

 
Comment Johnson Valley represents an increasingly rare resource- a place for people 

to enjoy our public lands. There are many opportunities for non-motorized 
recreation throughout California and the West, but an ever dwindling 
number of places for responsible recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1697 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE KEEP JOHNSON VALLEY OPEN TO OHV USE!!!!!!! The 

more areas you guys close the more riders that are piled on top of each 
other and the more erosion and harder the impact on the fewer areas we 
have to ride. Please stop the madness and keep it open! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 
Response 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 
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overcrowding in other areas, as well as related impacts to other 
environmental resources. 

 
 
Comment ID 1698 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE KEEP JOHNSON VALLEY OPEN TO OHV USE!!!!!!! The 

more areas you guys close the more riders that are piled on top of each 
other and the more erosion and harder the impact on the fewer areas we 
have to ride. Please stop the madness and keep it open! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1699 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment If we need to expand the military base and take away what little riding area 

we have left for us, we should be granted back one of our other riding areas 
that were previously removed from our access. People mention our trails 
cause environmental damage and deep ruts, the 20 years I've been riding, 
the trails I ride on are at the same level as the ground next to them. I don't 
see how we're destroying the ground we're riding on. The biggest issue is 
that we should keep the trails open and free for firefighters to fight forest 
fire. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21040 

Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1700 

 
Last Name Yeoman 

 
First Name Linda 

 
Comment I feel the option 3 is the best plan for family camping and off road 

recreation.  Our family has enjoyed camping in the area for many years. 
Closing it would impact the Big Bear trails and other off road areas. Thank 
you for your consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1701 

 
Last Name Vinson 

 
First Name Mike 
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Comment To Whom it may concern, Please do not take Johnson Valley from the 
public.  It is an area used by thousands to recreate and vacation with their 
families, as well as an attraction to maintain and finance the local 
communities in the surrounding area.  I spend as many as 20 weekends a 
year in Johnson Valley and I can't imagine a place on earth that could 
replace it.  The loss of Johnson Valley means that I would have to drive 
almost 100 more miles on the weekend to participate in my hobby.  I can't 
afford to do that. Thank you, Mike Vinson 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1702 

 
Last Name Eyrich 

 
First Name Gregory 

 
Comment I have been using the Johnson Valley area for Off Road motorcycle riding 

since 1974. The attempt to take this land away from the people is nothing 
but wrong. Given the Alternatives presented by the military, I strongly 
support the "No Action" alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, 
the public objection to the project and the national economic crisis I believe 
the base expansion as proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The 
Corps has rigged "the purpose and need section" of this NEPA process to 
limit the range of alternatives.  The Corps has failed to consider a 
reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The 
Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of reason" is essentially a 
reasonableness test that is comparable to the arbitrary and capricious 
standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 1990s-era Simultaneous 
Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of Fort Irwin based on 
false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current infrastructure 
deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be mitigated. The 
arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable proposals and 
alternatives brought forward by the public  There is Corps Bias Against 
Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain Nick 
Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What makes 
the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other and not 
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really very well with the other services." Once again I urge the selection of 
"No Action" and preserving this land for the OHV area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 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. 
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Comment ID 1703 
 
Last Name Draeger 

 
First Name Sebastian 

 
Comment To whom it may concern. Johnson valley is a unique area that would be a 

great loss to the OHV community if closed to public use. I suggest a 
compromise where training would be done on public land (johnson valley) 
and leave the live fire training to existing military only land. The area is 
large enough to be shared, it could be a good oportunity for good P.R. and 
recruiting. Additionally land use is already a huge battle for responsible 
OHV users. Land encrochement from development, actual and supposed 
enviromental issues and the fact that "closures" are the only thing that are 
happening for us. There are no new local OHV areas and I fear there will 
not be any. This is a non expendable resource. It helps supports the localy 
economy and all the companies that sell to ohv users. I hope My 
compromise is considered. I feel it may give all parties affected what they 
need with giving up very little. Thank you for your time, Sebastian Draeger 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1704 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment For a great number of years me and my family have been going out to 

Johnson Valley. To enjoy the every thong it has to offer. From hiking, 
camping, off roading. We also have family and friends that own property 
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there. Now we have started to bring our grandchildren out so they can also 
enjoy it. And to teach them about the outdoors. Now dont get me wrong, i 
feel our men and women of the arm forces need a place to train. But land 
that we use to go to is now closed to what we enjoy to do. And we to have 
sons that are in the arm forces and are heart broken that when they get out 
that they my not be able totake thier familys there. thanks foe reading this!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1705 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
mitigation has been offered.  From my perspective, the only alternative I 
can support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area ter 15 
times a year. Our favorite places to visit in Johnson Valley are Anderson 
Dry Lake, Means Dry Lake and Soggy Dry Lake, where we engage in such 
activities as Desert and Enduro Motorcycle racing. When preparing for a 
trip, we spend $300 on fuel, groceries, and other supplies in our local area. 
Then, we spend an additional $300 in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne 
Valley/Victorville area while we are recreating. Over the years, we have 
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patronized the following businesses Lucerne Valley Market, Burger Depot, 
and the Y Cafe, among others, in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne 
Valley/Victorville Area: If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to be 
closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-
Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason for my family to travel to 
this part of the desert. Therefore, we would no longer spend money in 
Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other small 
communities that currently serve the recreating public near the proposed 
project site. As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and incomplete 
analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. The 
analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both common 
sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long- standing visitor 
(over 34 years) to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, 
including the "Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than 
the significant disruptions of the local economy is misleading and 
speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, must be 
completely revised and until such action is taken I can only support the "No 
Action" alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my 
comments on this important matter. Peter Postel 

 
Date Comment Received 5/11/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1706 

 
Last Name Tremblay 

 
First Name Casey 
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Comment Johnson Valley has been a great place to ride and RV at for years.  Please 

do not take this land.  Our small towns get money every weekend from 
offroaders. Look at Bear Valley on a Friday or Sunday.  29 Palms is way 
big, do not take land.  Thanks Casey 

 
Date Comment Received 5/12/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 theEIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on 
limited recreational visitor spending and direct regional impacts from lost 
sales and tax revenue related to reduced recreational and film industry 
spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 1707 

 
Last Name Ohland 

 
First Name Doug 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public.  The Corps Failed 
to Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability. 
The DOD proposal would significantly disrupt OHV use in the popular 
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Johnson Valley OHV Area. Many off-highway enthusiasts feel conflicted 
on this issue; on one hand they support the US Military and understand the 
economic importance of the Twentynine Palms base to adjacent 
communities. On the other hand, off- highway vehicle users have, over the 
years, been "crammed" into the Johnson Valley area after decades of 
Wilderness designation, administrative closures, and lawsuits that closed 
millions of acres of the California desert. The great respect for our fighting 
men and women notwithstanding, a review of the DEIS indicates that the 
base expansion is based on the assumption that there is a need for three 
Marine Expeditionary Brigades to train simultaneously. Upon review, it 
appears the DOD has developed a proposal based on an outdated segregated 
training model. Also, questions regarding the cost of the base expansion; 
given budget constraints, the current fiscal crisis and ballooning national 
deficit; have been raised. Off-highway vehicle recreation is a very popular 
family activity, especially in Southern California. According to the 
California State Off- Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division 
(OHMVR), between 1980 and 2007 the number of registered OHVs has 
increased 370%. Unfortunately, since 1980 the amount of desert lands 
available for this type of recreation has fallen dramatically. Due to its 
proximity to southern California metropolitan areas, Johnson Valley is one 
of the most important areas to serve this growing demand for both in-state 
and out-of-state visitors. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/12/2011 

 
Response 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.   
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
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 discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered several 
alternative scenarios for the proposed action (including conducting the 
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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. 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. 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1708 

 
Last Name Nay 

 
First Name Donn 

 
Comment Alternative 3 will allow inclusion/addition of Cadiz inc. holdings of ground 

water. Water is already a scarce commodity for the 29 Palms Marine Base. 
Without additional water resources this document fails to show how the 
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addition to the base/training area will be supplied with sufficient water for 
either construction dust mitigation or dust/pollution mitigation during 
training exercises. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/12/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Section 4.13 of the EIS discusses expected 

impacts to Water Resources that would result from the proposed action. 
Under each Alternative, impacts to water resources are expected to be Less 
Than significant.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 1709 

 
Last Name Bayr 
 
First Name Frank 

 
Comment I AM OPPOSSED TO THE CLOSURE OF THIS AREA. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/12/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1710 

 
Last Name Westbrook 

 
First Name Norma 

 
Comment I do not understand why you are taking away open land that has been 

established as a recreation area for many years. When there is areas and 
areas of land to the east of the marine base in 29 Palms, and also to the 
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north where there is open land undeveloped. I was out near the land north of 
highway 40 and there is nothing developed out there in the middle of the 
desert. But still you want to take recreation area instead. Again I do not 
understand why the politicans are involved in this take-over. It seems they 
are not for the people for whom they represent. Thank you listenin, I hope 
you will read this comment. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/12/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1711 

 
Last Name Westbrook 

 
First Name Norma 

 
Comment I am again protesting the take-over of the public (recreation) area to the east 

of Lucerne Valley. Besides the Airspace/air traffic,Land use, 
Mining/minerals,Noise, Recreation that are involved in the area, and only 8 
miles away from the town of Lucerne Valley this is not acceptable. GO 
EAST OR NORTH, PLEASE AND END THIS TAKE-OVER. Thank you 
the letting me comment, I hope you will read these comments. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/12/2011 

 
Response 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 
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during its decision process. Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1712 

 
Last Name Delaney 

 
First Name Nate 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/12/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
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. 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 
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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. 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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1713 

 
Last Name Antonio 

 
First Name Tim 

 
Comment The annexation of Johnson Valley would be of tremendous impact to the 

OHV community and lifestyle, not to mention the economic imnpact of the 
industry....many of whom are based and test products in the valley. 
Recreation areas being closed or limited will force more people into less 
areas, causing more negative impact from and environmental aspect...not to 
mention impact. There are alternatives to this expansion and taking land 
that is responsibly used and enjoyed is irresponsible...both fiscally and 
environmentally. Don't take what is rightfully used by the people...for the 
people.... 

 
Date Comment Received 5/12/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1714 

 
Last Name Maassberg 

 
First Name Carl 

 
Comment Please dont take the most awesome place to race away from thousands of 

good hard working respectable people that live for the sport of racing off-
road. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/13/2011 

 
Response Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 1715 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We do not want an expansion of the military in this part of the desert.  My 

home is near this area for a reason, we use the blm land for hiking, off 
roading, and generally enjoying nature. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/14/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1716 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I'm 58 yrs old and ride my quad in JV OHV with friends from work. 

Usually our numbers are from 4 or 5 of us to 18-20. We are respectful of 
our land and we don't trash it. JV OHV is a family-oriented area that has 
been used by generations of off-roaders. I am looking forward to the day 
my 3 year old twin grandkids can start riding there. The area is very diverse 
with something for all off-roaders. To say that 2/3rds of it needs to be taken 
over by the Army due to the Afghanistan war is not justified, since we will 
be eventually pulling out of there. The army has enough of OUR land to 
train. Our off-roading supports thousands of jobs in both mechanical repair, 
parts, and clothing. It also supports the local economies of the areas we visit 
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via gasoline and food. We are getting squeezed out more and more from 
open areas. I support our military, but enough is enough! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/14/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1717 

 
Last Name Crowder 

 
First Name Aaron 

 
Comment Genright is made by offroaders for offroaders. Countless hours of outdoors 

testing has brought back the results desired by the best in the business. Do it 
right the first time with Genright. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/15/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment 
and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1718 

 
Last Name may  
 
First Name paul  
 
Comment more info  
 
Date Comment Received 5/15/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment 

and involvement in the NEPA process. 
 
 
Comment ID 1719 

 
Last Name Blades 

 
First Name Ron 

 
Comment I would like to see the expansion, if any at all,of the Marine Base if any go 

towards the east of the existing base. My family and friends visit the 
Johnson Valley area for recreational purposes numerous times a year. My 
boy has learned many skills while camping/riding in this area. To lose this 
area of open desert for use by the public would be devistating economically 
for the local businesses. Much of their local economy counts on the 
business brought in by the people visiting for the local recreational 
opportunities. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/15/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1720 
 
Last Name Glatzel 

 
First Name Kevin 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support the "No Action" 

alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the 
purpose and need section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of 
alternatives. The Corps has failed to consider a reasonable range of 
alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule 
of reason" test. The "rule of reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that 
is comparable to the arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to 
Justify Need for 1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps 
excluded the use of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling 
conflicts, current infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative 
hurdles cannot be mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a 
number of viable proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public 
There is Corps Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps 
spokesman, Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory 
Council that, "What makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really 
well with each other and not really very well with the other services." The 
Corps Failed to Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on 
Project Viability 

 
Date Comment Received 5/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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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. 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. 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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1721 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I respectfully submit that the Johnson Valley OHV area remain open to 

public access indefinitely, without limitation. Johnson Valley OHV is a 
jewel of the OHV community and has been enjoyed for generations and 
should be accessable for generations to come. I believe the offroad 
community has less of an environmental impact than any military operation 
conducted in the area. I also believe that our community should not agree to 
share the area with the U.S. Marine Corp because I believe the Marine Corp 
will determine that more training time will be needed to conduct exercises 
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in Johnson Valley OHV and our right to access the land will be gone. 
Therefore, I petition to opt for No Action- ( No New Land). I respect the 
U.S. Armed Forces and all service members for their sacrifice to uphold our 
freedom at home. We have the most powerful military force in the world. 
Surely our forces can maintain this strength without encroaching onto 
Johnson Valley OHV. Sincerely submitted, 

 
Date Comment Received 5/15/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1722 

 
Last Name Kuljis 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment I purchased my home in Landers Ca. in 1999 to have access to the large 

open BLM offroading area. My family uses this vast and diverse desert 
riding park every week. We support many local busineses including the 
local goverment via state and local taxes. The offroading community is this 
area keeps in touch and supports each other. In light of the goverments 
spending cutbacks to reduce the deficit, and the scaling back of some of our 
military presence maybe it would be wise to use the existing base lands and 
combine it with the Fort Irwin Area. Thanks Steve Kuljis 

 
Date Comment Received 5/15/2011 
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Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1723 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment It has never made sense to me why we need to have additional training 

grounds, when we fought too many wars using the grounds we have now. 
Defense Secretary Robert Gates has even commented it would not be wise 
to send in massive troops to the Middle East. Massive troops will never 
work yet we keep practicing old war maneuvers. We now have unmanned 
drones that will take out tanks and other larger weaponry. Therefore, why 
take Johnson Valley from the people who truly enjoy and need this area as a 
place to escape from every day pressures.  I feel it would be a great shame 
on our County to take this land away from the people who need it the most 
our ordinary citizens. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/16/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 1724 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Iam asking that you reconsider closing Johnson Valley. My family and I 

ride motorcycles together for fun and have so for many years. We are not 
after to hurt the land we are after to have good family time doing a great 
sport. The motorcycle sport has a family of it own and everyone just wants a 
chance to ride and have fun with the family. We are safe for animals out 
there and dont want anyone hurt. Please reconsider my kids are young and 
want the to get the to enjoy a great sport with people. thank you for you 
consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/16/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1725 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am strongly against the military taking the public-use land west of 

USMCB, 29 Palms, California. In this day where the government has 
several inactive and under-utilized bases, and is constantly threatening 
closing more, I don't agree that it is appropriate or even reasonable to take 
public-use land that serves so many purposes for the surrounding area. The 
public use of this area not only gives a wide region of tax-paying citizens a 
place to go for safe, affordable recreation; but their activities there and in 
route provide much-needed financial support to the surrounding area. In 
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many cases, the indirect income generated from the users of this area is the 
only support of an otherwise poor area; and in other cases, the related 
revenue is what makes the diffierence between keeping a regional business 
alive, and causing it to close. This is not an affluent area, and sometimes 
even a little income is just enough to keep things going.  I have read 
statements saying that some of the area will only be "closed sometimes"; but 
I don't believe that temporary closures will really be temporary in the long-
term. History has proven that once land, such as this, is taken from public 
use, the guidelines for its use change to where it is more easily taken on a 
permenant basis. I am also concerned about the other effects of having 
military manuvers so close to Lucerne Valley. These concerns include 
issues related to noise, percussion, stray arms fire, unexploded munitions, 
just to name a few. While this are is a common playground for off-roaders, 
it is far more. It is a place for affordable camping, hiking, other out-door 
recreation; it is a broad area for Amateur Radio antenna and propagation 
experimentation; it is a sanctuary for various forms of wild-life; and it is a 
site for may historical mines. These days, there are so few off-road areas; 
and their numbers and sizes are being reduced all the time.  Please don't take 
yet another one form the tax-paying citizens. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/16/2011 

 
Response 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.  
 
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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Comment ID 1726 
 
Last Name Czech 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment The ever dwindling public spaces are troubling, so is the state of warfare.  It 

does'nt look like war is solving any problems at all. It actually seems like 
the U.S. presence globally is creating more enemies. So you want us to give 
up the very freedoms that define us as Americans?  The Iconic American 
west is a National Heritage, a birthright.  But just like our civil rights under 
the patriot act, the Govt. wants to take away something that was assured to 
us as Americans with some pretext of it being for our own protection? 
Sounds like BS to me. I fully oppose the las.  Sounds like B.S. to me 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1727 

 
Last Name thorn 

 
First Name nick 

 
Comment We have los enough of our recreational land to the federal government 

already. These lands are a place where we can take our children and engage 
in family activities that build character. we can not allow the federal 
government to comendere them any longer 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1728 
 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment According to the DEIS, on page 1-5 in Chapter one, purpose and need, it 

clearly states that one main task is to identify MEB training requirements, 
and that"The findings of this effort were published in a January 2004 report 
entitled MEB Training Exercise Study: Identifying MEB Training 
Requirements (Center for Naval Analyses 2004b)." In examining the 
January 2004 report, I have found this:  "We used MEB 2015 [1] to shape 
our analysis. Key MEB 2015 characteristics include three battalion task 
forces, (two of which move via surface lift and one by vertical lift), three 
Joint Strike Fighter (JSF) squadrons, and a brigade service support group. 
Total manning for this MEB is about 17,000 to 20,000 Marines." Basically 
the DEIS says that the reason for 29 Palms expanding is to be able to train 
three battalion task forces.  However, on April 15th, 2011, General James F. 
Amos, Commandment of the Marine Corps spoke at the Fletcher Luncheon. 
His remarks in full can be seen here: 
http://www.marines.mil/unit/hqmc/cmc/Documents/110415%20--
%20Fletcher%20Conference%20Corrected.pdf  In speaking about future 
military actions and where the Marines are going to operate once we come 
out of Afghanistan, he explained the"arc of instability." It is within this arc 
of instability that the Marines will most likely be engaging the enemy. 
These areas will be our future battlefields over the next two decades. In 
speaking about this arc of instability, General Amos says:  "But we see 
that's probably what the world is going to look like for the next two 
decades. A lot more information there, but we think that's going to be our 
backyard because this is primarily the littorals, because these are kind of the 
nasty missions and things that, quite honestly, don't require 20,000 Marines 
on the ground." If the future operations of the Marine Corps, according to 
the Commandant of the Marine Corps himself, are NOT going to require 
20,000 Marines on the ground, then why are we expanding 29 Palms to 
train a MEB from about 17,00 to 20,000 Marines? We have been told that 
29 Palms must"Train as we fight." If this is true, then expanding 29 Palms 
will not be training as you fight in that future campaigns will be much 
smaller and not to the scale of campaigns like Afghanistan. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1729 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am hoping that there is no expansion of the 20 Palms BAse into the 

Jonson Valley area.  My family has become fond of the area and purchased 
real estate in the area.  We use it as ORV play and family get-togethers.  
We used to go to Anza Borrego, but increased motor vehicle laws have 
forced us out-everyone doesn't have street legal vehicles.  And Ocotillo 
Wells is just too crazy.  We have come to love the area near Giant 
Rock/Emerson Dry Lake all the way to Lucerne and up to Big Bear too.  
We can get to most of these areas on our OHV.  Don't take this land away 
from us. Thank you, Martin. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21066 

Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1730 

 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment The following quote is from General Amos' Opening Statement before the 

Senate Armed Services Committee on Tuesday, March 8th 2011 "Lastly, 
you have my promise that in these challenging times ahead, the Marine 
Corps will only ask for what it needs, not what it might want. We will make 
the hard decisions before coming to Congress and we will redouble our 
efforts toward our traditional ˜culture of frugality" In a previous comment 
that I have submitted on the DEIS, I outlined how General Amos also stated 
that the Marine corps will be down sizing, and that also MEB's manning 
17,000 to 20,000 troops will not be needed in the future, smaller campaigns 
in the "Arc of Stability" once we are out of Afganistan. If the Marine Corps 
will only be asking for what it NEEDS, then there is no reason for the 
Marine Corps to exapand 29 Palms in order to train 3 MEB's at once.  
Therefore: the entire DEIS needs to be thrown out as it is based on the 
proposed "needs" of the Marine Corps from six years ago. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1731 

 
Last Name Belk 

 
First Name Curtis 

 
Comment Desert area for off-roading continues to shrink because of environmental 

restrictions. My family has enjoyed the Johnson Valley area for the last 40 
years and now our 4th generation are becoming desert enthusiasts as these 
young ones learn the joy of desert camping and off-roading. Please consider 
not taking some of the remaining great off-roading terrain. I would suggest 
that you take some of the area to the east and north 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1732 

 
Last Name Hartfiel 

 
First Name Robin 

 
Comment   Forget what Horace Greeley said... Go East young Marines, not West! Keep 

Johnson Valley open for the public, please. We need more OHV access, not 
another bombing range. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1733 

 
Last Name Kederis 
First Name Joseph 

 
Comment 29 Palms has plenty of land for training! I am a former Marine and 

motorcycle rider who rides west and north of the base. I have friends who 
own property in Johnson Valley solely for the purpose of off-roading. We 
are there several times a month and have spent thousands of dollars in the 
Yucca/Johnson Valley area. Our contribution to the local economy would 
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stop if the base expands and I doubt that our national security would suffer 
if the base did not expand! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1734 

 
Last Name Smejkal 

 
First Name Dan 

 
Comment I would like to keep Johnson Valley OHV area open to the public to enjoy. 

Having these OHV areas availabe keep people from riding illegally on 
private lands. The land now open to public use is shrinking and this would 
be a huge loss for the families who enjoy and use this land responsibliy. I 
support our armed forces but hope they choose an area east of the base. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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.   
As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered other 
alternatives for the proposed action, including suggestions offered by 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1735 

 
Last Name Willgues 

 
First Name Linda 

 
Comment We live in Landers.  We need to be protected and not lose our homes and 

property 
 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1736 

 
Last Name Vanmeter 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment Please keep the riding area open to the public.  If you think the Military has 

a hard time finding a place to work/play, just try finding someplace to go 
off road riding/driving.  Jim VanMeter 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1737 
 
Last Name Willgues 

 
First Name Linda 

 
Comment I am just one of many people who live in landers and own a home. It is not 

a rich or fancy and big house, but we love living in our area. We hear and 
see many times the bombing, explosion and fire bombs go off from the base 
and shake up our little house and wonder every time if it will destroy our 
house. We love living in the quiet desert and enjoy the beautiful scenery, 
but do not enjoy the damage that is happening to oour house because the 
Marine base is always bombing our little desert we live in. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1738 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Marines need to train,But we also need to play. Please keep Johnson Valley 

for the Off Roaders 
 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1739 

 
Last Name Moorhusen 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment Please consider heading east instead of west due to the extreme lack of off 

road riding land available. Offroaders have continued to lose land over the 
years, and value what little open space is available for legal riding. 
Otherwise, I fully support the Marine Corp in general and thank you all for 
your service. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted public 
access to acquired areas.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 1740 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment For many years my children and grandchildren have enjoyed riding 

motorcycles, jeeping, and land sailing around the Soggy Dry Lake area. 
From Soggy Dry Lake they ride out to the areas further away such as the 
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northern petroglyphs, and the Rock Pile. Please keep all of the land from 
Emmerson Dry Lake to the Rock Pile open year round for families like ours 
to recreate in. If you still need more land go north or east of the current 
base, but leave the southern land to the public. Recreation in Johnson 
Valley has a huge impact on Southern California businesses, keep the 
Johnson Valley area open for recreation, otherwise local businesses will 
need to close their doors. Johsnon Valley is a place to recreate in, not to 
bomb and kill everything from spring flowers to the many tortioses in the 
region. You may feel you need more land, but you are seeking far too 
much! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project alternatives. As 

discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
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. 
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Comment ID 1741 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I own a home in Johnson Valley and have used the Johnson Valley area for 

Recreation for over 30 years. With all the development activities and 
environmentalists grabbing open area, Johnson Valley is one of the few 
remaining places to enjoy outdoor recreation. It is hard to imagine that the 
size of the base is inadequate. It is a vast area already. The Military is 
managing now with the current base size, and our Military is spread out 
about as thin as they could possibly be all around the world. Please let the 
thousands of people who enjoy the Recreation that Johnson Valley has to 
offer continue to do so. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1742 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Dear Marine Corp,  Johnson Valley is a place my family and I have been 

going to for years.  Please do not take what is left of the off-roading space 
left in California.  Also note, 70 state parks will close in CA this year.  
Please leave this land for many of us to enjoy.  Thank you,  Ryan 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted public 
access to acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many of the 
current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1743 

 
Last Name Mossman 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment My family and I use the Johnson Valley OHV area extensively since it is a 

short 30 drive from our home. We hike, explore the mining areas, ride our 
motorcycles, drive 4X4's, and go wildflower watching in this ares. I know 
adequate training area must be of utmost importance in the preparation of 
US Marines but I would ask that if there is a possibility of expanding 
eastward instead of westward then that would be an ideal alternative instead. 
I apologize that I do not know of the issues that the US Marine Corp would 
face by expanding eastward but that would save the Johnson Valley are for 
the continued enjoyment of my famile and friends. Thank you for taking the 
time to consider this request. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21076 

Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 
 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1744 

 
Last Name Mossman 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment Please add me to your mailing list 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1745 

 
Last Name Farris 
 
First Name Curt 

 
Comment dont take over Johnson Valley, There are millions of acres to the east of 

you, all the way to the colorado river, and you guys want want to close a 
popular riding area, OF WHICH THERE ARE VERY FEW LEFT FOR 
P[UBLIC USE 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 
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Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted 
public access to acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many 
of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1746 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE CONSIDER AN EASTWARD EXPANSION OF 29 PALMS 

TRAINING AREA, NOT WESTWARD INTO THE JOHNSON VALLEY 
AREA WHERE THOUSANDS RECREATE. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/17/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1747 

 
Last Name Schulz 

 
First Name Les 
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Comment As much as I am a huge supporter of our military, I am also a huge 
supporter of PUBLIC LANDS and their access. The Feds. and the State 
have been taking our OHV land away for years and it's time that it stops 
now. The option would be that we trade you Johnson Valley for an equal 
amount of recreational land in the back country at Pendleton or the Marines 
just expand eastward. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 
 
Response 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.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 1748 

 
Last Name LaKomski 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment As a land owner, tax payer and public land user, I am against the expansion 

of the Twenty Nine Palms Marine Base. The military is in contraction and 
the Federal Government is deep financial crisis. It is an unnecessary federal 
expenditure which will have dire fiscal repercussions for the Johnson 
Valley Area. Not only will it impact the number of dollars brought into the 
area by the users of the public land, it will lower my property value (lower 
property taxes). I would rather see my tax dollars that are used for the 
military spent on supplying our troops with better weapons and more pay. I 
use the land in the expansion area. The expansion will also impact my 
enjoyment of my public land (I pay both local property tax and federal 
income tax). I implore you to reject the plan to allow the Marine base to 
expand 
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Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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.  

 
The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1749 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment      Please do not change the Johnson Valley OHV recreation area. OHV parks 

are already hard enough to find and myself along with many other riders 
would be very upset at the loss of yet another park. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1750 
 
Last Name Ehlers 

 
First Name Ken 

 
Comment Go East Young Man! Heading east would have the least impact on all 

interested parties, including off road recreation, and the local merchants, 
who owe their existance, to the people who frequent this area. Thank you 
Ken Ehlers 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1751 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not expand the base westward. This is useful public recreational 

area. Expand eastward since this is more remote to the public. Thank you. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1752 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment In regards to the 29 Palms Expansion please do not take away our riding 
land known as Johnson Valley.  Please expand to the east into the open land 
not to west where off-road enthusist use this land to spend quality time with 
their families. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1753 

 
Last Name Beckman 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment Please do not close the Johnson Valley OHV. The off road community does 

not deserve to lose yet another riding area. WE need to work to preserve the 
right to protect and reserve the rights of users on public lands. Consider the 
impact of those while you are making this unfortunate decision. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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 
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Comment ID 1754 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please refrain from taking any more land away from us for recreational use.  

It seems clear that you can "Go East, Not West!"... 
 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1755 

 
Last Name Haggard 

 
First Name Joe 

 
Comment I am strongly apposed to this expansion. Johnson Valley is a rare jewel for 

the OHV community. Why can't the base be expanded to the north and east? 
 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1756 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment Johnson Valley is one of the few Off Road Areas left in Southern 
California. There is much more Desert to the east that is not as close to 
residents. Please leave this land for public use. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted public 
access to acquired areas. 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1757 

 
Last Name Zengler 

 
First Name William 

 
Comment I think it would be huge mistake for the U.S. Marine Corps to take away the 

the land at Johnson Valley from the public. Their are thousands of us in the 
OHV community that use Johnson Valley and since it is one of the MAIN 
areas to go it would be a tragedy to lose it. We in the OHV community have 
been slowly losing our riding areas and the more places that get closed 
down the more unsafe it becomes for us because there are aolt more of us, 
including small children that are out there with their families, in smaller and 
smaller areas. My family & friends have been going to Johnson Valley for 
many years and it would be a shame to see it go. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1758 

 
Last Name Casida 

 
First Name Logan 

 
Comment I love my off road activities in Johnson Valley. I also have major support 

the Military, more than our government at times. However to take away a 
major area of public land and ignore the consciences is just dumb. The 
DEIS is simply incomplete and wrong in assuming local communities will 
survive without the thousands of offroaders spending money in those 
communities.  My family visits Johnson Valley at least 10 times a year, if 
not more, for the last 30 years. Soggy dry lake and Means Dry Lake are our 
favorite places to camp. Riding to the dunes around Means or the technical 
trails northeast of Soggy is what we like best. In fact, I just had my bachelor 
party at Soggy.  I hope The Marines refrain from closing a great recreation 
area to the public. I could only support NO ACTION alternative to continue 
public recreation in Johnson Valley and to avoid economic impacts in the 
surrounding communities. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1759 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The Johnson Valley riding area is not a good place to expand the base. This 

riding area is used by many off roaders and taking it away would cause 
people to travel further to enjoy off roading. Please explore expanding in 
another direction. 
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Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and suggestions for project alternatives.  As 

discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered  
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1760 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Doing this would be a major hit as to what makes this country so 

great...OUR FREEDOM. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1761 

 
Last Name Haggard 

 
First Name Herb 

 
Comment I am opposed to the expansion into public land in the Johnson valley off 

highway vehicle area. I live close by and frequently use this area with my 
family. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1762 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Though I value the training of our military personnel, I believe there is a 

balance that needs to be struck between the use of the land for training and 
recreation. What purpose does it serve to be the land of the free protected 
by the best military on earth if there is no free land for us to enjoy! I 
strongly urge that Johnson Valley OHV remain under the control of the 
BLM and open for recreation by the citizens of our great nation. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1763 

 
Last Name NIBLACK 

 
First Name PHILLIP 

 
Comment My name is Phillip Niblack and I am a business owner in the Inland Empire 

region and also an avid off road enthusiast. My family and I have been 
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using the Johnson Valley OHV area for many years now and for my son 
and daughter to not be able to enjoy this area in the future is unimaginable 
to me. My wife and I have basically raised our children on family weekend 
trips as well as celebrating holidays such as Thanksgiving and New years 
eve out in the Johnson Valley area. I fully support our military and consider 
myself a patriot of this great country but taking even more of our own land 
from us is unacceptable. The offroad community has had its areas shrunk 
down to a bare minimum already and this massive land aqcuisition would 
create far reaching problems. The surrounding communities of Johnson 
Valley have already suffered tremendous economic hardships with the 
recent economic turndown and this proposal would surely not help the 
situation to say the least. I drive through these communities half a dozen 
times per year on my way to desert recreation areas as well as the Colorado 
River area and it has changed drastically in the last couple of years. These 
people just will not be able to sustain a massive blow such as this. The 
offroad industry (motorcycle dealerships, race car fabricators, aftermarket 
accessory manufacturers, rv dealerships) will all be heavily affected by this 
land aqcuistion. Just the last couple years of a bad economy has already 
closed the doors of many of these businesses. We need to keep public lands 
open so that our future generations have a place to explore, relax, and enjoy 
mother nature without all of the crowds and stresses that we all must live in 
these days. Again I fully support our military and our troops but there has to 
be an alternative to taking even more land from us. Sincerely Phillip 
Niblack 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted public 
access to acquired areas.  

 
The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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.  As 
discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1764 

 
Last Name Semple 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment   How many millions of people live in SoCa ? There is already no place to 

ride in riverside county glamis has heavy restrictions because of the 
military. And now you want to take more legal riding area away ?  Unfair ! 
The section of the desert the military has now is the size of a small country 
why do they need more? If they need it that bad then give us equal to what 
they take in return somewhere close to the riding public. Sounds to me like 
a land grab to keep more secrets like there are enough out there already! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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 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 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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Comment ID 1765 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I adamantly oppose the closure of a large portion of Johnson 
Valley OHV Area due to the expansion of the 29 Palms Marine Corps Base. 
I have been riding motorcycles and camping in that area since the early 
1960's.  The area provides one of the few "open" riding areas left in 
California and has some very unique features. Closure of this area will 
further burden the already overcrowded diminishing areas to camp and ride.  
Obviously, it will also have a negative financial impact on Lucerne Valley 
businesses. It appears that an alternative expansion could be made toward 
the east without necessitating closure of Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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.2-21090 

Comment ID 1766 
 
Last Name surber 

 
First Name steve 

 
Comment Hello ! Myself and my family and friends have been riding out in Johnson 

Valley for many years.. most areas west of Johnson valley have been closed 
down over the years either by the BLM or private land owners. As much as 
I feel the need for military training. I feel that there are other areas where 
this can be done. Hopefully the off road riding area will be left as is now. 
Thank you Steve 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted public 
access to acquired areas. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1767 

 
Last Name Roach 

 
First Name Alan 
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Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only the No-Action 
Alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. If the No-Action alternative 
cannot work, then I would like to encourage 29 Palms to expand East 
instead of West. This would give the Marines the extra area they need to 
train without closing one of the most popular OHV recreation areas in the 
world. If the Marines were to expand 29 Palms West into Johnson Valley, it 
would completely crush the local economy, remove one of the last paces in 
Southern Ca. where off-road racing is allowed to take place and would 
severely damage the OHV industry in California 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1768 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment This land is and should remain open for public use. OHV areas are limited 

in numbers as it is. The portion of US Citizens that pay taxes and OHV 
registration fees should not be penalized by the government. This specific 
land grab by the government is not right and should not be considered. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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 
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be a significant impact under the proposed action as well as a significant 
cumulative impact. 

 
 
Comment ID 1769 

 
Last Name Walton 

 
First Name Tracy 

 
Comment Please do not take the only public off roading land we have left. My family 

has enjoyed this land forever. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1770 

 
Last Name Walton 

 
First Name Randy 

 
Comment First of all, Thank you to every Marine out there. Now do you really think i 

believe this is the only place to train in the world? I don't think so. I have 
been coming to Johnson Valley my whole life. Please don't close it. My 
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kids beg you not to close it. Do you have any idea of the financial impact to 
the off road industry you are hurting. Please leave us alone. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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.  
 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1771 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment If you must expand, expand to the North or East. Alternative 6 will close 

airspace required by civilian and commercial pilots. The Military already 
occupies too much airspace. Have you coordinated these proposals with the 
FAA and civilian pilot associations (EAA/AOPA)? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1772 

 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Eric 

 
Comment Please keep us updated on this important issue. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the 
 NEPAprocess. 

 
 
Comment ID 1773 

 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Eric 

 
Comment Please keep us updated on this important issue. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1774 

 
Last Name Johanson 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment Please allow the Johnson Valley desert area to remain for off road use.  My 

family has enjoyed camping/riding in the area for many years.  Please find 
an alternative to continue your training needs.  Thank you,  Mike Johanson 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
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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.   

 
As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the Marine Corps considered 
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 fromdetailed 
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1775 

 
Last Name willis 

 
First Name tom 

 
Comment Off road motorcycle racing areas are becoming non existent due to radical 

environmental concern now the military may be taking a big chunk of what 
little we have left, maybe the military can go in a different direction and 
avoid this last area to race in or maybe there is a bigger piece to trade 
for.Please help us to keep our recreation and race area's available so that 
future generation's of our children have a place to go enjoy the wide open 
desert that their Great Grandparents on down have enjoyed for centuries . 
Thank You for your concern over all of us. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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 
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significant cumulative impact, even under alternatives involving restricted 
public access to acquired areas.  

 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1776 

 
Last Name Wilson 

 
First Name Eric 
Comment Please do not take away Johnson Valley! The California tax payers and 

Green sticker money has gone into providing a designated riding area! Go 
East not West! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1777 
 
Last Name McDuell 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment Please see the attached document. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 
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Comment ID: 1777 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 1777 (Page 1 of 3): 

Thank you for your comment.  Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 to the 1938 Small-Tract 
Homestead Act.  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 and film 
industry spending.  In addition, the EIS acknowledges potential 
impacts to property values due to increased noise and proximity to 
military operating areas (see Section 4.3 of the EIS).  The EIS 
concludes that any reduction in property value would likely be 
marginal and less than significant. 

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. 
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Comment ID: 1777 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment 1777 (Page 2 of 3): 
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Comment ID: 1777 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 1777 (Page 3 of 3): 
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Comment ID 1778 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not take our riding area away from us. We don't have many legal 

places to ride left here in southern California and this is one of the good 
ones. There is plenty of desert east of the base that is not being used for off 
roading. thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1779 

 
Last Name Hoffer 

 
First Name Tres 
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Comment Please consider going East over West so as to leave the already limited area 

open for off-road use. This has become great family fun and family's these 
days need good family fun. I respect the military and your efforts in training 
to keep us all safe but if there is another option, I hope that you will 
consider that over taking away our outdoor fun. Thanks for the 
consideration. Tres Hoffer 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted public 
access to acquired areas.   

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

 
 
Comment ID 1780 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I fully support our military and their need for training, however I would 

respectfully request that you take No Action on this issue. Johnson Valley is 
one of the only areas left in Southern California that is open to off-road 
activities and racing. The off-road community has zero other alternatives. If 
you must have additional land for training please expand to the east. 
Closing Johnson Valley would be economically damaging to the 
surrounding communities and to the off-road industry. I grew up riding in 
Johnson Valley with my parents and now I ride there with my children. Our 
national security is vital, but please find a way that doesn't destroy a sport 
that is a big part of so many lives. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1781 

 
Last Name Persinger 

 
First Name Alex 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is an iconic OHV area that my family has been going to for 

over 30 years, I would hate to see it go away. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1782 

 
Last Name Hamilton 

 
First Name Marci 

 
Comment Please do not expand into Johnson Valley. My family has spent many 

weekends and holidays camping there. Johnson Valley is such a beautiful 
place and attracts so many families and friends for a relaxing time. This is 
the closest OHV area to my home and reducing the size of Johnson Valley 
would be heartbreaking. 
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Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1783 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not do this. The off road community cannot handle another 

reduction of territory and use of public land. People come from all over 
california and adjoining states to enjoy the one last ohv area that has enough 
elbow room to have races and roam and camp. Your alternative to the east 
was the best. Please reconsider, the dirt bike industry is growing at a rapid 
rate as far as sports are concerned and we are desperately needing that 
space. America rules and so do you guys, thanks for your help on what on 
what the citizens belive is a major issue; losing our public land 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1784 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment There is nothing like Johnson Valley for Jeep trails anywhere else in the 

US; it is truely unique. Closing the area to OHV recreation will not only 
hurt the many people who use it every year, it will also harm the local 
communities, which depend on the offroad enthusiasts as a steady source of 
revenue. The off road communityis completely supportive of the US 
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military and especially our Marine Corps. We undertand that training must 
come first, and we fully support their mission. But we're hoping there is 
space outside of and adjoining the Johnson Valley recreational area for the 
Marines to conduct their training in. There are certain areas within the 
Johnson Valley recreational area that simply cannot be replaced. I can't 
imagine the Marine Corps would knowingly close this area to those of who 
use it so often, and believe this must have been an oversight.  Now that you 
do have such an understand, I'd hope and request that you give the most 
possible consideration to expanding your training areas to adjoining desert 
terrain that does not take our Johnson Valley away from us. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1785 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1) to register my objection to the Twenty-

nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and (2) to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, impacts for which no meaningful 
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mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, the only alternative I can 
support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the "No Action" alternative 
would allow continued public recreation in Johnson Valley at its current 
levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions to the surrounding 
communities. My family recreates in the Johnson Valley OHV area 3 to 4 
times a year. Our favorite places to visit in Johnson Valley are Soggy Dry 
Lake, where we engage in such activities as camping and dirt bike riding.  
When preparing for a trip, we spend $ 200 on fuel, groceries, and other 
supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an additional $ 200 in the 
Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area while we are recreating. If 
Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to be closed due to the expansion of 
the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, there 
would be no reason for my family to travel to this part of the desert. 
Therefore, we would no longer spend money in Johnson Valley, Lucerne 
Valley, Victorville, or the other small communities that currently serve the 
recreating public near the proposed project site. As written, the DEIS 
provides an inadequate and incomplete analysis of the project's potential 
impacts on the local economy. The analysis is based on unproven 
assumptions that contradict both common sense and my own experiences as 
a frequent and long-standing visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the 
proposed Project, including the "Preferred Alternative," would result in 
anything other than the significant disruptions of the local economy is 
misleading and speculative in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, 
must be completely revised and until such action is taken I can only support 
the "No Action" alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my 
comments on this important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/18/2011 

 
Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 
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Comment ID 1786 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment 29 palms needs to expand eastward... 

 
Date Comment Received 5/19/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1787 

 
Last Name Heffernan 

 
First Name Alan 

 
Comment If you must expand - then expand to the east. Johnson Valley is one of the 

last places in the state still available to the Off-road Community. We have 
been under fire and forced from land we paid for with out taxes and fees for 
the past 30 years. We have no where left to go. The Government and 
Military have unmatched power to take what they want. But realize we have 
the power of the vote and pay the taxes that allow both to exist. There is a 
real movement in California to stop paying the freight for both the 
Government and the Military. The people of California are fed up with the 
lack of respect and treatment we receive from our elected leaders and those 
that oppress us. We have continued to have our freedoms eroded with the 
words like Environment, Safety and Terrorism. The end is now for me. I 
will choose to live elsewhere if my rights as an American Citizen are 
trampled by those in power. Think hard before you do this as soon you 
won't have anyone to protect, as we will be gone to somewhere that we can 
be free from excess government intrusion on our right to pursue happiness. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/19/2011 

 
Response 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 
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decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1788 

 
Last Name nemeth 

 
First Name rick 

 
Comment please don't take take johnson valley ohv area away from us. it is my 

favorite and most convenient riding place. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/19/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1789 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am truely hopeful that the additional lands sought for military training that 

would impact the Johnson Valley OHV area will not occur. This is an area 
that my family and friends have enjoyed for more than a decade with a 
large group going out there to enjoy the recreating there four to five times a 
year. The Johnson Valley OHV offers unique opportunities that are not 
otherwise found in the local region. With the rising cost of travel it would 
severely impact our ability to have family outings as there is no other 
suitable replacement. In addition, we support the local businesses that exist 
in the area and spend several hundreds of dollars each time we go. Please 
reconsider and revise your plans of allowing the expansion into the Johnson 
Valley OHV Park. Thank You. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/19/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21109 

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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1790 

 
Last Name Dawson 

 
First Name Lucas 

 
Comment As an outdoor recreationalist and avid motorcyclist who makes a living in 

the motorsports industry, I am very concerned about more land being closed 
in the desert. I support the military and their needs, but if more land needs 
to be set aside for military activity, please do not do so at the expense of 
outdoor recreation. Perhaps a compromise could be achieved where if an 
amount of land is set aside for additional military excercises, that same 
amount of land could be set aside for outdoor recreation. There are many 
negative consequences to land closures, including economic impacts on 
local communities and safety, environmental and overuse issues when more 
users are concentrated in a smaller area. Public access to areas open for 
recreation is one of our most cherished public resources. Please do not close 
any more of this land down. If you must do so, consider moving the base 
farther east instead of west. And most importantly, set aside an equal or 
greater amount of land for the public as you intend to close to try and 
compensate the outdoor loving community in exchange for your planned 
military expansion. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/19/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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.   
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1791 

 
Last Name Wells 

 
First Name Daniel 
 
Comment Please consider the need for us as humans to have recreation with family 

members in order to sustain family values that our military is protecting for 
this great nation. I believe area to the East of the existing 29 palms training 
facility is 'not' being used as a recreation area. Why not expand east and all 
of our 'needs' are realized! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/19/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 

recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
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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.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 1792 

 
Last Name Stevens 

 
First Name Ed 

 
Comment I wish to thank the USMC for improving the quality of life for all citizens of 

the United States, and for their continued concern for the welfare of the 
citizens they serve in this great country. I urge you to reconsider the need 
for expansion of the 29 Palms Training. Consider alternates to expanding 
the training not the established Public Recreation area west of the current 
base. The USMC has ample land and opportunity to train and exercise in 
cooperation with other Joint Services, the California Public does not have 
any similar opportunity or recreation partners to enjoy cooperative OHV 
Recreation. The California Public shares the use of Johnson Valley with 
many recreation enthusiasts, it is not only used by the OHV enthusiast 
community. The increase in popularity of Johnson Valley as a recreation 
resource cannot be overlooked. OHV recreation and the activities that 
complement it such as camping, exploring, rock hounding, shooting etc. will 
all be effected by the expansion of 29 Palms to the West. This will greatly 
affect the quality of life in Southern California where these activities are a 
big part of the culture. The growing participation of OHV enthusiasts in 
California must be recognized. Public lands open to this form of recreation 
are closing at an alarming rate. Closing the established OHV recreation 
opportunity at Johnson Valley will be a loss of a public resource equal in 
value as any Designated Wilderness Area. The government cannot allow the 
loss of Johnson Valley as an OHV recreation resource. Even a partial loss of 
the OHV recreation opportunity is unacceptable. Any full or partial closure 
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of OHV opportunity at Johnson Valley must be offset with opening of equal 
or greater OHV opportunity elsewhere in the Region. Designation of 
unqualified Wilderness Study Areas as a State Vehicle Recreation Area is 
an option that cannot be overlooked, as State OHV Trust Fund dollars are 
available for this effort. These State OHV Trust funds could also be used to 
assist the Marine Corps. in relocating their proposed use for the Johnson 
Valley expansion to a different area that will not have the detrimental 
impact to OHV recreation. Please consider approval of Alternative A with 
no impact to OHV recreation in Johnson Valley, or consider incorporating 
offsetting measures to establish equal OHV recreation opportunity within 
the region in the preferred Alternative 

 
Date Comment Received 5/19/2011 

 
Response 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. Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 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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Comment ID 1793 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment    Please consider another area to expand into other than the Johnson Valley 

OHV area. These areas are already getting shut down from different rights 
groups and land restrictions so they are very few and far between and if you 
can expand into another area it would be much better to our OHV sport! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/19/2011 

 
Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted public 
access to acquired areas.  

 
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1794 

 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment In the DEIS, the entire purpose and need for 29 Palms to expand is based on 

the 2004 MEB Training Exercise Study: 
http://www.marines.mil/unit/29palms/las/documents/cna/CNA%20MEB%2
0Training%20Exercise%20Fina%20Report%20D0010872%20A2%20Dec0
4.pdf Not only is this document 7 years old, it is also important to note that 
this document was written in the same year as the Battle of Fallujah in Iraq. 
At this point in time, the Marine Corps were involved in both Operation 
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Vigilant Resolve (April 2004) and Operation Phantom Fury (November 
2004) Operation Phantom Fury is considered the highest point of conflict in 
Fallujah, and the US Military called it some of the heaviest urban combat 
that the Marines had seen since the Battle of Hue City in 1968. It is evident 
that the 2004 MEB Training Exercise Study was written during a period of 
time when the Marines were fighting in major battles. It is important 
to understand the context that the document was written in. It was written 
during a high point of our involvement in the Middle East. Therefore it 
reflected the training requirements of that time, which was for large-scale 
MAGTF. Furthermore, in the draft (Identifying Training Requirements) of 
this document, there are 47 articles referenced in the document that are 
listed in the bibliography and references section of the MED training 
Exercise Study. Of those 47 documents, 24 are from the years 2001-2003, 
directly after 9/11 and during the beginning of Operation Enduring 
Freedom. The average year of the all the articles referenced in the document 
is 1997. In the final draft, there are only 4 references, all from 2003 and 
2004. Bottom line: The DEIS is invalid because it is based on outdated 
information with how the Marines will fight, it does NOT consider a post 
Operation Enduring Freedom world. On March 14th, 2011, the Marine 
Corps listed the Force Structure Review. The structure of the Marine Corps 
and they way they operate with be significantly different after these 
changes. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/19/2011 
 
Response 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 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1795 

 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment I would like to direct your attention to the Final Report of the MEB 

Training Exercise Study done in 2004. This document is the basis of the 
Marine Corps expanding 29 Palms. 
http://www.marines.mil/unit/29palms/las/documents/cna/CNA%20MEB%2
0Training%20Exercise%20Fina%20Report%20D0010872%20A2%20Dec0
4.pdf In that document, it says that 29 Palms has limited, long-exercise 
duration multi-Bn maneuver area at 29 Palms. It also clearly states to solve 
that problem,"Extend base boundary west to support additional Bn corridor" 
The key word in the document is"west."  In 2004, how did the preparers of 
the report decide that extending west would be the best possible plan 
without research and backing? Could not the base expand east or in another 
direction?  Did the report suggest West and then the DEIS was custom 
tailored to come to that conclusion? In the NEPA process, there must not be 
a pre-determined action. A DEIS must have several alternatives to solve the 
problem.  In that the final report clearly says"expand base west" and not 
just"expand base," it is evident that expanding west is a pre-determined 
outcome. This violates the NEPA process.  The entire DEIS needs to be 
thrown out. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/19/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 a 
number of 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, which was carried forward for analysis in the EIS. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 1796 

 
Last Name Darrow 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment I am a off-road enthusiast and have riden motorcycles in Johnson Valley for 

over 20 years. The proposed expansion of the 29 Palms training area will 
negatively impact one of the few remaining OHV areas in southern 
california. I am an ardent supporter of the US military and especially our 
Marines. However, as a dirt bike rider in a state (California) that has seen fit 
to close many areas to off-road vehicle use, I have to object to the 
expansion of the 29 palms training area as it will result in one less area for 
me, my family, and friends to legally ride motorcycles. If the US Marines 
would lobby the state of California to create OHV "offset" property, similar 
to what is done by developers who develop over sensitive habits who then 
need to buy and create similar habit elsewhere, and obtain legal permission 
for OHV areas in or around the Lucerne Valley, I would remove all of my 
objections to this proposal. Thank you. Please don't close Johnson Valley to 
OHV use. -Dave Darrow 
Temecula, CA 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1797 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am opposed to the land acqusition/airspace establishment being proposed 

by the United States Marine Corps, which will usurp any of the existing 
land/airspace currently designated as part of the Johnson Valley ORV area. 
As a California State and United States taxpayer who contributes to the 
funds that keep the Johnson Valley ORV operating, I am of the belief that 
acquisition of the area by the USMC would be tantamount to robbery of the 
funds that I and other off-highway vehicle users have paid for years and 
continue to pay to keep Johnson Valley open. As an attendee of some of the 
earliest public comment meetings held on this matter, I am not convinced 
that the USMC needs this area for such training, nor do I belive that there 
would be any way for the USMC and OHV users to share this area because 
of the live-fire requirements of the USMC training, which could raise the 
potential for injury or death by unspent ordnance left behind by the USMC. 
Furthermore, it has been proposed that possible mitigation--giving land for 
the land being acquired--could be a part of the possible resolution. I am 
opposed to this because the unique topography of the Johnson Valley OHV 
area makes it unlike any other OHV in the State of California, and in fact, 
the entire United States. Simply put, most OHV users who have visited 
Johnson Valley quickly come to recognize it among the most prime 
designated OHV area in the country. The USMC has the ability to deploy 
anywhere in the world, whereas California OHV users do not.  Johnson 
Valley is a designated OHV park, and it should remain only that, not be 
turned into another training ground for a department of the largest, best-
equipped, best- trained and most active military in the world. Scott 
Rousseau Costa Mesa, CA 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 
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Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1798 

 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment In arguing against the expansion of 29 Palms, I would like to share a story 

told by General James F. Amos, Commandant of the Marine Corps at the 
Defense Writers group breakfast on February 18th, 2011.  "We found that 
we were buying a new water bull. Now, for everybody here, a water bull is 
not an animal. It's a big “ it's a water tank that holds, I'm guessing, I don't 
know, four (hundred) or 500 gallons of water.  "We call them"water bull," 
but that's like a water buffalo. And you tow it behind a Humvee or a seven-
ton truck or that kind of thing. Now, that's where Marines get fresh water. 
You pump fresh water in it. You go up there, and Marines are up there 
shaving, and all that stuff. And we've got a good one. We've had that one 
since I was a lieutenant, and it works just fine. Nothing wrong with it; 
(served us as Marines ?). Well, we found out that “ and I'm not sure who, 
but we said, well, we need a bigger water bull. We need one that's about 
three or four times as big. And we said, well “ then we see this picture of 
this thing, and it's huge. It not only takes up more cube, it's heavier. Well, 
why do we need it? Well, because we've got a seven-ton truck now that can 
tow it. Because we can. We said, let's buy it. We canceled that program. So 
there's an example. There's others that are out there. But being frugal just 
means going back and paying very close attention, close scrutiny on 
everything we're buying, making sure that we can€“ that it's something we 
need." In a post OEF world, The Marines are getting back to their frugal 
roots and only asking for what they NEED, not for what they want. 
Currently, with the state of the world and planning for smaller actions in 
littoral areas, the Marines do not need to train 3 Battalions for a large scale 
campaign. According to General Amos, the Marines were used in OEF as 
a"two for", as a second land army. Now their role is changing back to their 
original purpose. The entire DEIS needs to be thrown out since the purpose 
and need of the base expansion is no longer valid in a post OEF world. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 
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Response 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1799 

 
Last Name Hyke 

 
First Name Carrie 

 
Comment Please see attached letter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 
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Comment ID: 1799 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 1799 (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. 
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Comment ID: 1799 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment 1799 (Page 2 of 2): 
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Comment ID 1800 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am strongly opposed to the closing of OHV areas and public land access 

in Johnson Valley. The economic and recreational losses would be too 
much for an already financial depressed region. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1801 

 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Kurt 
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Comment Several years ago, the Army's Ft Irwin also expanded in size. Since then, 

because of lack of funding to complete additional studies and to expand 
infrastructure, only one section of the area to Ft. Irwin that was added is 
currently in use by the Army. Areas that they considered"critical" for their 
training, especially to the South are NOT in use. It is also important to note, 
that this lack of funding for the Army at Ft. Irwin is during OEF when the 
military is receiving a lot of funding. In a post OEF world, the Marine 
Corps, with even less funding than it has had in the past will run into the 
same issues with 29 Palms. The DEIS does not address this issue. If the 
land is annexed by the Marines, much of it will be able to be put into use 
because of lack of funding. The DEIS needs to either be completely thrown 
out, or this issue needs to be added into the DEIS and addressed. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1802 

 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment The Desert tortoise section in the DEIS does not address cumulative 

impacts and mitigation requirements. There needs to be an in-depth study 
on the effects on the desert tortoise and its environment and also a study 
done on how much funding this will take. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Cumulative impacts on biological resources 

(including the desert tortoise) are evaluated in Section 5.4 of the EIS. 
Cumulative impacts are summarized and potential mitigation measures are 
discussed in Chapter 6 of the EIS. 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 has been revised accordingly. Analysis of noise impacts to wildlife in 
the Draft EIS were based on the best available information.  
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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. Discussion 
is included throughout the EIS 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 the desert 
tortoise and other wildlife species (see Section 4.10). While the relative 
importance of various factors in the decline of the desert tortoise are still 
uncertain and the EIS states this, 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1803 

 
Last Name Berger 

 
First Name Bradford 

 
Comment As I stated in my comments during the scoping period, it is my firm belief 

that this project is not necessary - especially when compared to the loss of 
lands critical to wildlife (east portion of the proposed expansion), and 
critical to recreation (west portion of the proposed expansion). On the east, 
lands surrounding Amboy crater, Clegghorn Lake, the Sheephole 
Wilderness, are an important area for the endangered desert tortoise as well 
as home to bighorn sheep. These lands also act as a corridor to the Joshua 
Tree National Park. Also, Amboy Road goes through this area and would 
be a serious loss for those who travel between the Morongo Basin or 
Coachella Valley (Palm Springs, etc.) and the Las Vegas area of Nevada or 
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the Mojave National Reserve. On the west, the Johnson Valley Off-
Highway Vehicle (OHV) Recreation Area has been a huge part of that 
area's economic wellbeing. It has been set aside for OHV recreation with a 
primary purpose of relieving other more sensitive areas from OHV damage. 
If the Marine base takes this area, the environmental review should include 
the subsequent damage that will be caused in other areas due to the lack of 
adequate space for OHV recreation. In closing, it is difficult to see the need 
for a larger 29 Palms Marine Base. The expansion idea leaves the 
perception that more is better, but this seems to be to easy an excuse to 
destroy and/or take lands that are already being used for its proper purpose. 
Please do not expand the base. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1804 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
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recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1805 

 
Last Name Vitrano 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
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not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1806 

 
Last Name O'Dor 

 
First Name Shane 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
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Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1807 

 
Last Name casper 

 
First Name adam 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
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alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1808 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
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Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1809 

 
Last Name SCHULTZ 
 
First Name RICH 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
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areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1810 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
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alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1811 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
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the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. In my opinion there is a viable 
alternative. It considers the vital purpose and need to maintain access to 
thousands of responsible enthusiasts, that have acted as stewards of this 
land for decades. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have been 
pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for decades.  
While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there simply must 
be a better way to provide for adequate training while not essentially 
eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1812 
 
Last Name McKinley 

 
First Name Jess 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1813 

 
Last Name arnold 

 
First Name cam 
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Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 
action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1814 
 
Last Name Chap,an 
 
First Name Laurence 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21137 

Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1815 

 
Last Name Howard 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment I read with dismay that all 6 proposals of the DEIS will close the Johnson 

Valley OHV area. Please withdraw the DEIS in favor of a new set of 
proposals that will include continued responsible use of Off-highway 
vehicles and there associated economic benefits for the area 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1816 

 
Last Name Ruth 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
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that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1817 

 
Last Name DeJong 
 
First Name Shawn 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21139 

training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1818 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
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adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1819 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
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However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1820 

 
Last Name Renfrow 

 
First Name Ben 
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Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I very often visit Johnson Valley.   I 
am writing to urge you to support the"no action" alternative in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace 
Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live 
Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no actionis not a viable alternative 
since it does not meet the purpose and need;  However, none of the 6 
proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, adequately address 
all issues including providing for recreation, particularly motorized 
recreation  Local riders including myself, and many others from adjoining 
regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the 
desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a vital 
mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training 
while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for 
motorized recreationists.  Please withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1821 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1822 

 
Last Name chambers 

 
First Name darin 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1823 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1824 

 
Last Name Thurmond 

 
First Name Greg 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
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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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1825 

 
Last Name Carlson 

 
First Name Lyle 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. I strongly urge you to keep public 
lands, for public use. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1826 

 
Last Name Stembridge 

 
First Name Charles 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 

important part of the decision-making process. This information becomes 
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part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process. 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. 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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1827 

 
Last Name Boal 

 
First Name Lester 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. As a local rider and frequent 
visitor to local desert regions, I am disapointed that more of our public 
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lands are being considered for closure and or more restrictive access. There 
must be alternatives to closing such a popular recreational area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1828 

 
Last Name Getty 

 
First Name William 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
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Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1829 

 
Last Name Jones 

 
First Name Russ 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
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areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1830 

 
Last Name Kenney 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment I implore you to adopt a no action on usurping Johnson Valley for the 

Marine expansion. As a part of the OHV recreating public, I've watched as 
millions of acres of land lost to military, urbanization, industry, and 
wilderness. As the recreational areas shrink, we face added pressure from 
massive energy proposals, more military expansion, and more wilderness. It 
will soon appear that the public has no more available access to public land. 
I think with better planning the Marines could better use the areas they 
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already have. Johnson Valley is one of the largest and most varied OHV 
areas in a steadily shrinking recreational opportunity. As more and more 
population look to recreation from without the cities nearby, this area will 
become more and more important. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1831 

 
Last Name Harsted 

 
First Name Ryan 

 
Comment As an avid off-highway vehicle enthusiast who has been visiting Johnson 

Valley for over 20 years and my parents who have been visiting for over 50 
years I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace 
Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live 
Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a viable alternative 
since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, none of the 6 
proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, adequately address 
all issues including providing for recreation, particularly motorized 
recreation. Thank you Ryan Harsted 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1832 
 
Last Name Bowers 

 
First Name Norm 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. Norm Bowers 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1833 
 
Last Name Eyrich 

 
First Name Greg 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1834 
 
Last Name Redcher 

 
First Name Dan 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1835 
 
Last Name Reaume 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment Certainly the US Marines don't need another area to train on. Why do we 

have to contsantly close public areas? 
 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1836 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the "no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action "...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need..." 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
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alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1837 

 
Last Name Wintz 

 
First Name Donald 
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Comment Please consider the tremendous impact of any taking of Johnson Valley! I 
am someone who recreates in the area, have for many years, and am aware 
of many others, both locals and throughout the country that will be 
impacted. Please do not take OUR LAND! Thank you, Donald A. Wintz 
5319 University Dr. Box 
506 Irvine, CA 92612 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1838 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
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highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1839 

 
Last Name Burreson 

 
First Name Derek 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
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Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1840 

 
Last Name Cates 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment Closing of Johnson Valley will result in illegal riding, loss of revenue to 

local retailers,and overuse of lands for recreation. Of course we want our 
Armed Forces to be able to train, but using this particular area will 
devastate OHV use. OHVs have very little land to use. Taking whats left 
will open a huge mess for all. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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.   
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1841 

 
Last Name MORRIS 

 
First Name DERRICK 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
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that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1842 

 
Last Name Cheney 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
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training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1843 

 
Last Name Pritchard 

 
First Name Larry 
 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
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adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1844 

 
Last Name Pritchard 

 
First Name Larry 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21166 

However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1845 

 
Last Name O'Neill 

 
First Name Rob 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the "no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
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Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action "...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need..." 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1846 

 
Last Name Winter 

 
First Name Chris 
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Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 
action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21169 

Comment ID 1847 
 
Last Name jones 

 
First Name david 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21170 

Comment ID 1848 
 
Last Name Schuster 

 
First Name Joe 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21171 

Comment ID 1849 
 
Last Name ferguson 

 
First Name carrie 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21172 

Comment ID 1850 
 
Last Name Doling 

 
First Name Jenny 

 
Comment DO NOT CLOSE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV AREA: As an off-highway 

vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21173 

Comment ID 1851 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21174 

Comment ID 1852 
 
Last Name Doling 

 
First Name Richard Doling 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA. YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES. As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21175 

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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1853 

 
Last Name Costello 

 
First Name Steven 

 
Comment I'm an off-highway enthusiast and I'm writing to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment to Support Large-Scale Marine Air 
Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. There are better alternatives to the east of the current 
base. The Sheephole and Cleghorn Valley wilderness areas should be re-
opened and used for the training as they were once training areas and are 
actually unsuitable for wilderness designation. Just so you know, my father 
served with the Marines throughout the South Pacific Campaign during 
WWII and retired as a major. We have always been a family that has 
supported the USMC. However, an action like closing most of Johnson 
Valley would permanently damage that relationship. I can't see where 
taking this land for training a few weeks per year is really necessary. I just 
can't see the USMC losing an actual battle because they didn't have Johnson 
Valley to train. If you must use it, train with us there. We can share it; just 
use electronic simulation weapons while in the open riding area. It will be 
more realistic to train with innocent civilians around as you would 
encounter in a real life situation! Johnson Valley is a place where I take my 
family for both relaxing outings and organized competition. This is what we 
do for our recreation and this is one of the closest places we can travel to 
from Orange County to enjoy our sport. You have to realize that for the 
OHV community closing Johnson Valley is like closing all the golf courses, 
or little league fields, or high school football stadiums, etc., etc. in Southern 
California. Radical environmental groups are always trying to push the off- 
road community out and close off the land. We lose more land every year 
and add more people to the sport at the same time. Johnson Valley is the 
crown Jewel of off-road areas and it is a crime to take this land from the 
public. The impact of this closure (or partial closure) will have huge 
ramifications for recreation in this area. Yes, there will be a few OHV areas 
left open, but none are as large and diverse, and the increased use of these 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21176 

other areas (due to the overflow form no longer having Johnson Valley 
available) will undoubtedly cause many more problems. I encourage you to 
withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened 
range of alternatives that include options that allow for the continued 
responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the 
vital economic impact that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1854 

 
Last Name Narz 

 
First Name Dylan 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA. YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES. As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21177 

none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1855 

 
Last Name Campbell 

 
First Name Vicki 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA. YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES. As an off-highway 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21178 

vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21179 

Comment ID 1856 
 
Last Name Baumgart 

 
First Name Robin 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;& Local 
riders, and many from adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public 
lands and out of many areas of the desert for decades. While I understand 
that the Marines have a vital mission, there simply must be a better way to 
provide for adequate training while not essentially eliminating responsible 
access to Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to 
withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened 
range of alternatives that include options that allow for the continued 
responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the 
vital economic impact that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21180 

Comment ID 1857 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21181 

Comment ID 1858 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA. YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES. As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
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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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1859 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA. YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES. As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1860 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA. YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES. As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1861 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA.  YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES.  As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of 
developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include 
options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles 
(OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized 
recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 
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Response 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 understands theimportance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1862 

 
Last Name silveira 

 
First Name phillip 

 
Comment NOBODY wanted to use this area, so we offroaders used it. Now with ohv 

areas being closed, limiting our right to recreate, another use is proposed for 
johnson valley. i understand that the marines have a vital mission to fulfill, 
but there must be another alternative to this, other than eliminating 
responsible motorized access. Please withdraw the DEIS and develope a 
new DEIS allowing for continued responsible use of off highway 
vehicles(ohvs), and recognize the negative economic impact eliminating 
motorized access would cause to this area. Please do not punish responsible 
offroaders. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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.   
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1863 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 

important part of the decision-making process. This information becomes 
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part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process. 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. 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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1864 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA. YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES. As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 
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Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1865 

 
Last Name Kessler 

 
First Name Lisa 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA.  YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES.  As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
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essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1866 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA.  YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES.  As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  However, 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21190 

none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of 
developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include 
options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles 
(OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized 
recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1867 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA.  YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES.  As an off-highway 
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vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of 
developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include 
options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles 
(OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized 
recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1868 
 
Last Name OConnor 

 
First Name Liam 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1869 
 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment In writting about the purpose and need of the DEIS: I would like to 

reference this document: 
http://www.marines.mil/unit/29palms/las/documents/cna/CNA%20MEB%2
0Training%20Exercise%20Study%20Identifying%20MEB%20Training%2
0Requirements%20D0009618%20A1%20Jan04.pdf The document is 
entitled: MEB Training Exercise Study: Identifying MEB Training 
Requirements On page three of that document it states:   "The brigade-sized 
air- ground force first operated in Korea in the early 1950s. MEBs were 
formally indoctrinated into the Marine Corps along with the MEU and the 
MEF in 1962 [3]. Throughout most of the latter half of the 20th century, 
MEBs activated, deployed, and deactivated as needed. Standing MEBs 
were the exception rather than the rule. The Marine Corps experimented 
with permanent MEB headquarters (HQs) from 1985 to 1992. When 
downsizing and budget reductions required force restructuring, the Marine 
Corps eliminated the standing MEB HQs and discontinued use of the MEB 
as a distinct Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF). Instead, fighting 
was discussed in MEF slices, and the lead echelon of the MEF became the 
MEF Forward (FWD).." The key sentence I would like to point out is:   
"When downsizing and budget reductions required force restructuring, the 
Marine Corps eliminated the standing MEB HQs and discontinued use of 
the MEB as a distinct Marine Air-Ground Task Force (MAGTF)" 
Currently, according to General Amos, Commandant of the Marine Corps, 
the Marines are currently DOWNSIZING, about to go under BUDGET 
RESTRICTIONS, and are currently undergoing FORCE 
RESTRUCTURING.  If the MEB was discontinued last time this happened, 
it may be discontinued again. Therefore: expansion of 29 Palms is not 
necessary. If this DEIS is not thrown out or rewritten to take the current 
actions of the Marine Corps into consideration, at the very least it must be 
put off until the entire force structure is completed. Currently, the Marine 
do not know if the MEB will be continued as a distinct MAGTF. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1870 

 
Last Name Stevenson 

 
First Name kevin 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
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training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1871 

 
Last Name Wasden 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment I am firmly against this.Save our public lands fir our recreational activities. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1872 
 
Last Name gray 

 
First Name kelly 

 
Comment I have enjoyed many many happy campouts in this area, my family 

included, Id hate to see this go away with all those memories, it would be 
like losing a part of my personal history. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1873 

 
Last Name Johnson 

 
First Name Dale 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists.   I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. Best Regards, Dale Johnson 
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Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1874 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Being an Ex-Air Force AGE Tech. I fully understand the militaries need for 

training space. But, as I many of our military, Active & Ex-Military need 
our place to unwind, relax, & enjoy oursleves in order to mantain some kind 
of sanity form the stresses of the many stressful duties in our day to day 
duties inable do our jobs correct & properly to defend our & other 
countries. Hector R. G. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1875 

 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment Once again, I would like to reference this document: 

http://www.marines.mil/unit/29palms/las/documents/cna/CNA%20MEB%2
0Training%20Exercise%20Study%20Identifying%20MEB%20Training%2
0Requirements%20D0009618%20A1%20Jan04.pdf  The document is 
entitled: MEB Training Exercise Study: Identifying MEB Training 
Requirements On page 10, the document states: "We used historical MEB 
deployments and current operating plans or scenarios, in conjunction with 
future doctrinal concepts and statements, to help define the MEB" At the 
time this document was written (January 2004), there were no plans for 
removing Marines from Afghanistan and the Marines had not yet fought in 
Fallujah.  (Which is considered the heaviest urban combat the Marines have 
been involved in since the Battle of Hue City in 1968.) Therefore, the 
definition of the MEB according to this document, (which is the pre-cursor 
to the final document that the reasoning for expanding 29 Palms is based 
on) is based on what the Marines were doing in the Middle East at that 
time, and for future possibilities for massive actions like the Battle of 
Fallujah. With the current state of world affairs, the definition of an MEB 
should, and most likely will change. The definition of an MEB from this 
document in January of 2004 is no longer valid.  General Amos, 
Commandant of the Marine Corps also recently stated that he does not see 
much possibility of the Marines putting 20,000 troops on the ground at any 
time in the near future. Since this document, on which the purpose and need 
of the DEIS is based on, is no longer valid, especially with the definition of 
the MEB, The DEIS needs to be discarded until another current MEB 
training Exercise Study is completed. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1876 

 
Last Name Jump 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment Please use Alternative # 6 No Action, please consider the needs of 

responsible OHV recreationists & their families, thank you 
 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 
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decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1877 

 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment When preparing the website and public documents for the 29Palms Marine 

Base proposed expansion, the Marines neglected to give the correct mailing 
address for public comments on the home page of the website, and it is 
missing from all the public documents including: 1. The Project Briefing 
Paper 2. The Project Overview 3. The Public Info Brief 4. The Trifold 
Brochure 5. The Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) 6. The Contact 7. The 
Public Comment Link on the home page Instead, the contact info is given 
only for the project office on the 29Palms Marine Base. The Project 
Manager, Mr. Chris Proudfoot, has been made aware of this problem, and 
has not responded to requests for an extension, and an investigation to find 
out how many public comments have been sent to the wrong address, what 
has been done with those comments, and what can be done to rectify a 
mistake that has existed since the release of the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement. NEPA requires and encourages public comment, and the 
Marines have not given the public the information needed to send in their 
comments. We need at least a 60 day extension of the comment period 
during which time they are to conduct an investigation and good faith effort 
to find out how many comments were submitted to the wrong address. This 
is a major NEPA violation, and they must rectify this mistake. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1878 
 
Last Name blair 

 
First Name james 

 
Comment As an 10 Year U.S. Navy Veteran and also as an off-highway vehicle 

enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative in the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace 
Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live 
Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a viable alternative 
since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, none of the 6 
proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, adequately address 
all issues including providing for recreation, particularly motorized 
recreation. This is a very important area to me and my family and one of the 
few remaining areas close to Orange and Riverside Counties where it is 
legal for us to ride off highway vehicles. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. There are so few areas remaining 
in Southern California and many of the larger areas are already too 
impacted.  The most popular areas like Glamis I don't feel is safe for a 
family with children to teach them to ride after they have their basic 
training and safety certificates. Johnson Valley is the closest legal place 
where we have room and enough space to let the kids ride around on trails 
and across lake beds without worrying about speeding sand rails and trucks. 
Please consider other areas and leave Johnson Valley and its borders as it 
currently is. Reducing the area and imposing more restrictions will be a 
harsh recreational and financial impact on my family and the community in 
general. As a former instructor in the Navy I recognize the need for 
representative and realistic training but I am sure there other areas that will 
not impact a designated recreational area as bad as these options affect 
Johnson Valley.   Sincerely   Jim Blair 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 
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during its decision process. 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. 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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1879 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1880 

 
Last Name Koch 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment My wife and I are avid off road riders. We love the peacefulness and 

tranquility of the desert. We have been riding and camping in Johnson 
Valley for 16 years. My question is, what will happen to the areas that are 
now protected? The cave drawings, creosote rings, desert tortoise, kangaroo 
rat, and desert fox. Many of these are protected, and will be destroyed. Let 
alone the loss to all of the land users. I'm not against training, but I believe 
there are alot of other open desert areas that can be used for this  purpose. 
I'm a veter TG2T9 purpose. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. 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 has been revised accordingly. Analysis of noise impacts to wildlife in 
the Draft EIS were based on the best available information. 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. Discussion 
is included throughout the EIS 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 the desert 
tortoise and other wildlife species (see Section 4.10). While the relative 
importance of various factors in the decline of the desert tortoise are still 
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uncertain and the EIS states this, 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 EIS).  

 
Sections 3.11 and 4.11 of the EIS identify and discuss impacts to Cultural 
Resources, respectively. Less than significant impacts on Cultural 
Resources are expected as a result of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1881 
 
Last Name Blair 

 
First Name Tiffany 

 
Comment None of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 

adequately address all isues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. This is very important to my family. This area is one 
of the few remaining area to ride off highway vehicles that is close to 
Orange and Riverside Counties. There is are other areas further away from 
populated areas the military could use. Please leave the Johnson Valley area 
as is for families to enjoy Sincerely, Tiffany Blair 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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-
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1882 

 
Last Name Wootton 

 
First Name Louise 

 
Comment We feel that the additional land needed is vital for the troops to properly 

train with the newer and stronger weapons.  Louise Wootton 
 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1883 

 
Last Name Miller 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 
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Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1884 

 
Last Name Summers 

 
First Name Jon 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
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highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1885 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA. YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES. As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
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decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1886 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment There is a minimal amount of public lands set aside for OHV. If a majority 

of the area is turned over to the military, it will have a negative impact on 
the free public lands avaliable to US citizens. There are other alternatives 
that will have a significntly less impact on the OHV community. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 
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Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1887 

 
Last Name KING 

 
First Name JON 

 
Comment I would like tyou to take the no action alternative. We have already been 

kicked out of most of the desert.  Why not go after Cranstons legecy? 
Nobody uses it and it should be plenty big enough for your uses. JONTEG 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1888 

 
Last Name Chandler 

 
First Name Steven 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
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the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area  As a tax paying citizen and voter it 
is time to stop these illegal seizures of "public land" for private uses. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1889 

 
Last Name Creel 

 
First Name Thurman 
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Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 
action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1890 
 
Last Name Erickson 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1891 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The Johnson valley recreation area is a valuable area reserved for just that. 

Important family recreation. Move this military training to any other site 
and let our children grow up with a place to go. Useless over protected 
desert lands nearby fill the need for the Marine training as well or better and 
these lands have already been stolen from the vast majority of the public by 
the so called "environmentalist" movements of the past few decades and 
have proven no positive results in doing so. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 loss of availability of OHV land would be a significant 
impact under the proposed action as well as a significant cumulative 
impact. 

 
 
Comment ID 1892 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
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alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1893 

 
Last Name ROZIER 

 
First Name PATRICK 

 
Comment PLEASE DON'T TAKE OVER JOHNSON VALLEY. I SPENT MANY 

DAY'S WITH MY FAMILY RECREATING IN JOHNSON VALLEY 
AND I WANT MY KIDS,FRIENDS AND FAMILY TO CONTINUE TO 
ENJOY THE AREA. I HAVE SPENT ALOT OF MONEY ON 
GAS,FOOD,AND MANY OTHER PRODUCTS ON THE WAY TO 
JOHNSON VALLEY. WHAT IS THE FINACIAL IMPACT OF MY 
SELF AND THOUSANDS OF OTHER PEOPLE WHO WILL NOT BE 
ABLE TO ENJOY JOHNSON VALLEY GOING TO DO TO THE 
BUSINESSES IN THAT AREA? WHY CAN'T THE MARINES TRAIN 
AT FORT IRWIN IN BARSTOW? PLEASE DON'T TAKE JOHNSON 
VALLEY AWARE FROM ALL THE PEOPLE WHO ENJOY THE 
AREA. REMEMBER THE LAND OF THE FREE. 
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Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1894 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please dont close johnson valley. Think about all the families lives and 

busineeses you will be affecting. We are all hurting financially out here in 
the country and for some of us this is our family vacation and the only thing 
we can afford to do.please think about the impact this could have on the 
people that you protect.Thank You 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1895 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DONT CLOSE JOHNSON VALLEY 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1896 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DON'T CLOSE JOHNSON VALLEY IT IS WHERE I FIRST 

LEARNED TO RIDE 
 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1897 

 
Last Name Mahoney 
 
First Name Charles 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1898 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please don't take away the one place we can camp and enjoy nature with the 

family. We have been taking our kids there for years, we still enjoy 
camping and having a fire, just sitting around and talking. No TV, no video 
game, just good family fun. Its close to me and all of our friends, a cheap 
place to get away, Come on pick a different site, thats not so close to the 
towns that depend on us when we camp. Thank You for listening. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 
 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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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.  

 
 
Comment ID 1899 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 
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Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1900 

 
Last Name Curl 

 
First Name Larry 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 
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Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1901 

 
Last Name Minnick 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment I am former military (U.S.Army), so I fully understand what is going on. 

Let me be succinct: the loss of Johnson Valley as a motorized recreational 
area to the Marine Corps for their training purposes is absolutely 
catastrophic, and must not be permitted to happen under any circumstances, 
end of issue! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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.   

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

 
 
Comment ID 1902 

 
Last Name De Lannoy 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment My family has been enjoying a lifetime of camping and OHV recreation in 

the Southern California local desert, specifically the Johnson Valley OHV 
area. I'm writing to please support the"no action" alternative in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)- Land Acquisition and Airspace 
Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live 
Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the DEIS notes that no 
action"...is not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and 
need; I believe none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Many campers and users of 
the desert areas for recreation, have been pushed off of public lands and out 
of many areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the 
Marines have a vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide 
for adequate training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to 
Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw 
the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of 
alternatives that include options that allow for the continued responsible use 
of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic 
impact that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 
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during its decision process. 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. 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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1903 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The closure of this area to ohv use will cause a profound economic impact 

on our community and will cause overcrowding of the few remaining areas 
open to ohv use.  This will lead to the closure of those area's and more of 
our rights as the public to use our lands for recreation.   Please consider 
these points when reviewing the plans to close our public lands. Ed. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1904 

 
Last Name Booker 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/20/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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possible for recreational use. Please refer to Sections 2.5 and 4.2 of theEIS. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1905 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment I worked at the TwentyNine Palms Marine Base for little more than a year. 

The Marines do not use all of the land that have already. From what I 
witnessed all of the training that they conduct can be accomplished within 
the boundary of the base that marines already occupy. There is no need for 
expansion and more waste of federal money to secure johnson valley for 
training. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1906 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
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However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1907 

 
Last Name Radel 

 
First Name Kenneth 

 
Comment I am extremely dissapointed to see that closing the Johnson Valley OHV 

area is something that might happen. Me, my wife, and my son have 
enjoyed frequenting the OHV area for years. We would be missing out on 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21227 

the history and beauty of the area if it was ever shut down and it would be 
ashame that future generations would not be able to enjoy the same 
experience that we have been so fortunate to be a part of. As an off-
highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" 
alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition 
and Airspace Establishment To Support Large- Scale Marine Air Ground 
Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1908 
 
Last Name wirt 

 
First Name rob 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1909 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment it is truly disappointing that we even have to go through this. There are so 

many other desert areas throughout the Western United States that the 
military could use for training that it is discouraging they would pick an 
area that is so popular and currently gets so much use by people from 
literally all over the world. Additionally, it is my understanding that the 
original address to send comments to was incorrect. I wonder how many 
more thousands of people wrote in that you have not received or 
considered. In the end, I doubt this will do any good and I believe all of our 
efforts will be wasted because while it was designed to be a government of 
the people by the people and for the people, it has truly become a dictating 
monarchy.  As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to 
support the"no action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support 
Large- Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver 
Training. I recognize that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) notes that no action...is not a viable alternative since it does not 
meet the purpose and need; However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, 
including preferred alternative 6, adequately address all issues including 
providing for recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and 
many from adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out 
of many areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the 
Marines have a vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide 
for adequate training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to 
Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw 
the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of 
alternatives that include options that allow for the continued responsible use 
of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic 
impact that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
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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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1910 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. Sincerely, Nora Lee 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1911 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 
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during its decision process. 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. 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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1912 

 
Last Name Olson 

 
First Name Eric 

 
Comment Dear sirs or Madams,  I urge a No Action alternative regarding the proposed 

Marine Training facility at Johnson Valley.  Responsible recreationists have 
been losing access to long-used and well established recreation areas, 
without being offered viable alternatives in their stead.  Please recognize 
the many family-friendly recreation opportunities which will be lost should 
the Johnson Valley be taken away and put under the control of the Military 
and the Federal Government.  I realize the Marine Corps has a vital 
mission, but it should not be carried out at the expense of even more vital 
family recreation opportunities. Thank you for your consideration. 
Sincerely,  Eric Olson  Santa Cruz, CA 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1913 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1914 
 
Last Name Armour 

 
First Name Donna 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. Cordially, Donna M. Armour 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1915 
 
Last Name Lofquist 

 
First Name Verne 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1916 
 
Last Name White 

 
First Name Christopher 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area.  I have been riding with friends 
and family in Johnson valley for over 40 years, I started there with my 
father and I now ride there with my children. It is one of the most cherished 
locations I have ever known and to lose it would be just a rotten shame. 
There are so few areas left to camp and ride in the Southern California area, 
please don't close this one! Sincerely, Chris White 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1917 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, Please do not close the Johnston Valley 

recreaction site as the out door enthusiasts are loosing areas to ride. I 
believe that we need these areas for our enjoyment.  There doesn't seem to 
be any new places for us to ride.  The Marinies can expand to other places 
is the desert without affecting any other groups. thanks  Paul Sezzi 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted public 
access to acquired areas.  

 
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1918 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA. YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES. As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1919 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA. YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES. As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation.  Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21240 

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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1920 

 
Last Name MERCIER 

 
First Name FRANCIS 

 
Comment I am a frequent user of Johnson Valley OHV, I participate in off roading 

and rock crawling activities.  I am apposed to the Marines taking this land 
as there is nothing of equal value to be replaced, that we can use. The local 
area economy's will suffer if this area is annexed. Thank You. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted public 
access to acquired areas.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 1921 

 
Last Name Tipton 

 
First Name Terry 

 
Comment We the people Lucerne Valley CA & Southern CA agreed to closing the 

surrounding public lands to off road vehicles & in return,we the people 
would have our public land area of Johnston Valley OHV area for camping 
& off road vehicle use.The closing of the proposed public lands will be 
economically crippling to all business in our area.Our property value will 
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drop significantly causing monetary harm to all land owners in the 
surrounding area of the proposed 29 Palms Land Acquisition Area.The 
noise & destruction of our way of life in the desert would be 
irreparable.There are hundreds of thousands of acres of open land East of 
29 Palms Marine Corps Base that if used by our Military would cause little 
or no harm to the people of our State.Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1922 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment To whom this may concern. Please do not take over Johnson Valley and 

only leave a select amount of acres. This area really keeps my family strong 
and together as a family unit. There is only so many places to go off road. 
The Marines are a wonderful group of strong warriors and I want them to 
have as much training as possible but please move east and not west. Thank 
you for considering it. 
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Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1923 

 
Last Name Eckmayer 

 
First Name Tim 

 
Comment My family has been using the Johnson Valley OHV area for over 10 years 

now and we enjoy the opportunity it grants us to expose our daughter to 
enjoyment of the outdoors. It provides the escape from the confines of the 
concrete landscape that has become southern California. The town of 
Lucerne Valley I feel will have the most to lose with the expansion due to 
the fact that the off-road community brings a good amount to their 
economy. This will also affect the nearby town of Apple Valley, and the 29 
Palms/Landers area. The idea of sharing a area in my opinion will not work, 
with the main concern being safety. The Marines have said that they will 
not have live fire in the shared area and will only use non-dud producing 
ordinance, but as has been known this relies on humans and humans are 
fallible, so I don't see how they can guarantee the public's safety. Therefore 
my only action I feel should be one of no action. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 1924 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment e 29 Palms Marine Base is the largest Marine Base in the WORLD (in 

squaremiles) and now they want to take over a federally designated OHV 
area that serves as an area for families, events and is a huge money maker 
for the businesses nearby. King of the Hammers would be shut down. This 
will be a disaster!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response         Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 1925 

 
Last Name Begin 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Please don't close Johnson Valley down for any reason. this is a OHV 

location. Marines we love you but please find another location. There are 
plenty of desert area's you can go, there is not plenty of areas OHV users 
can go. we were here 1st, don't turn OHV users into military haters by 
stealing our ride locations. Respectfully yours,  John Begin 909-261-6802 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1926 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast for over forty years I write to urge 

you to support the"no action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support 
Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver 
Training.  I recognize that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) notes that no action...is not a viable alternative since it does not 
meet the purpose and need; However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, 
including preferred alternative 6, adequately address all issues including 
providing for recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and 
many from adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out 
of many areas of the desert, especially in CA, for decades. While I 
understand that the Marines have a vital mission that I support and am 
grateful for the freedom that give their lives for me, there simply must be a 
better way to provide for adequate training while not essentially eliminating 
responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists. I 
encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS 
with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that allow for 
the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that 
recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has in the 
area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1927 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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., 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1928 

 
Last Name Boyd 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have been pushed off of 

public lands and out of many areas of the desert for decades. While I 
understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there simply must be a 
better way to provide for adequate training while not essentially eliminating 
responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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).   
 
The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1929 

 
Last Name Kief 

 
First Name Jerome 

 
Comment After attending the Joshua Tree public hearing I wonder why other 

alternatives have not been look at. Alternatives 2-5 seamed to be of no 
concern and only Alternative 1 and 6 seamed to be considered. It feels as 
though Alternative 1, the overall preferred alternative, will be the route 
taken in the end. This is a mistake and I feel the persons in charge are not 
taking enough of the consequences into account. Loss of the Johnson 
Valley recreation area will decimate the surrounding economies, all very 
much dependent on travelers. I plead that you consider Alternative 3 or 
design a new alternative that leaves more of Johnson Valley OHV open 
year round. The temporary closures will reek havoc on all parties. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1930 
 
Last Name Kief 

 
First Name Jerome 

 
Comment In regards to the Temporary Closures and Dual Use Areas; there is still no 

full understanding on how long cleanups will take nor how to conduct a 
Dual Use of the property. There has been no full scale cleanup exercise to 
judge how long cleanup of the Dual Use Area will take. It is said the 
closures will be twice a year for one month at a time but this does not 
include cleanup which could take up to three additional weeks. The rules 
regarding use of the Dual Use Areas; education, permits, fees... etc. need to 
be addressed! Not simply brought up for discussion and later decided, after 
the decision to take Alternative 6 is made. This is a major part of any 
Alternative. It must be decided before any path is chosen! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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).   

 
 
Comment ID 1931 

 
Last Name Kief 

 
First Name Jerome 

 
Comment After speaking in length with 29 Palm Staff at the Joshua Tree Public 

Hearing there is still little understanding as to why Alternative 3 has not 
been taken into more consideration. The answer I received over and over 
was "it's not preferred". This is obvious when talking with any of the 
"experts" present at the hearing. There is little effort being taken to look 
into other Alternatives. Alternative 1 has been and will always be the 
"preferred" alternative by the Marines but as everyone has seen, this is not 
the preferred alternative of everyone else. Alternative 3 does not impact 
nearly as many individuals. I ask that you look into better joint "preferred" 
alternatives. 
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Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1932 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment At this time we ask that you give the public a 60 day extension on these 

proceddings so we can have suffent time to send in responses to the correct 
mailing address. Thank You  Steve Morrison 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1933 

 
Last Name Stuber 

 
First Name Donna 

 
Comment WHEN I LIVED IN YUCCA VALLEY I ENJOYED THIS AREA SO 

MUCH AND BROUGHT MY GRANDCHILDREN THERE, ON THEIR 
ANNUAL VISITS, WHO LIVE IN MASSACHUSETTS AND THEY 
STILL TALK ABOUT IT. THE GOVERNMENT DOESN'T NEED 
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ANYMORE LAND, IT'S TIME WE THE PEOPLE ENJOY THE LAND 
THAT WAS MEANT FOR US TO ENJOY. GOD BLESS YOU ALL! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 

 
 
Comment ID 1934 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 
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during its decision process. 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. 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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1935 

 
Last Name Heiser 

 
First Name Jeri 

 
Comment We are family of off-highway vehicle riders and urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  None of the 6 
proposed alternatives adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Riders have been pushed off 
of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for decades. I appreciate 
that the Marines have a vital mission; but let's find a better way to provide 
training and not eliminate responsible access to Johnson Valley for 
motorized recreationists. Citizens need to maintain freedom to pursue 
happiness on public lands. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1936 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 1937 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please see attached document. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 1937 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 1937 (Page 1 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. The Marine Corps appreciates your 
comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 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, 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: 1937 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment 1937 (Page 2 of 2): 
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Comment ID 1938 
 
Last Name peppel 

 
First Name alan 

 
Comment need to extend coment period because of marines slip up and keep as much 

as possible to benifit all 
 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1939 

 
Last Name Buchanan 

 
First Name Kenneth 

 
Comment I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS 

with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that allow for 
the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that 
recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has in the 
area. I support the Marine Corp. in its mission. The Corp has proven its 
superiority time and again.  To do so requires intense and continuous 
training. If those facilities do not now exist, then how did the Marine Corp 
get where it is today? I thank you for your consideration, Kenneth 
Buchanan 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 
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during its decision process.  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. 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.  The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1940 

 
Last Name Nitz 

 
First Name Marc 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 
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Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1941 

 
Last Name McGrath 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment I have been made aware that NEPA requires and encourages public 

comment, and the Marines have not given the public the information 
needed to send in their comments. Therefor I am asking for a 60 day 
extension and that the Marines to do the right thing and give the public the 
information needed so that they can comment. Brian McGrath - Honor & 
Integrity 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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 
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reached out to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

 
 
Comment ID 1942 

 
Last Name Nescher 

 
First Name Reed 

 
Comment Please extent the time for public comment! Also option #3 is the only 

acceptable option as we have so little to claim as our own and many have 
given their lives to protect our rights and freedoms! So going east and south 
would give the needed room and open up desert for a good cause! A cause 
far greater than some reptiles and bugs! The area is close to the conditions 
found in the middle east and IS NOT BEING USED FOR ANYTHING 
NOW! Please do not take away a family activity and the money it bring into 
the area! There is so much useless desert sitting idle because of radicals 
who put "Mother Earth" over all else! Man is the master of his environment 
and can be a good steward without shutting out the citizens who own it! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1943 
 
Last Name Gerke 

 
First Name Joel 

 
Comment This is a rediculous land aquisition in my opinion. If anything, the military 

should be looking for land away from inhabited areas rather than aquiring 
areas closer to civilization as this would be. The military should be going 
the other direction (towards the Mojave/Arizona border) where they are less 
likely to incure human encrochment. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1944 

 
Last Name Quihuis 

 
First Name Fabricio 

 
Comment alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition 

and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground 
Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
re creationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of 
developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include 
options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles 
(OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized 
recreation has in the area. 
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Date Comment Received 5/21/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1945 

 
Last Name Berg 

 
First Name Philip 

 
Comment My family and I ride OHV and would like to see Johnson Valley stay open 

to public use. I know the armed forces are important and training is 
important, there must be an alternative where OHV use is still allowed and 
the Marine Corp gets there training sites. Thanks You 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 2.7 of the EIS, the 

Marine Corps considered 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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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1946 

 
Last Name schulze 

 
First Name brett 

 
Comment repeal all actions by [deis] major flaws all expansions need be rejected asap 

/ any land grabbing will force us to ask for the resignation of all politicians 
involved in this stupidity - i and others vow to have them removed [voted 
out of office [[fired]] with out pay]if this continues,  enough is enough i am 
pissed beyond reason. get a sac and quit this stupidity now... 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 
 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
 process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1947 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
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alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1948 

 
Last Name Howard 

 
First Name Robert 
 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21264 

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions such as me, have been pushed off of public lands and out 
of many areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the 
Marines have a vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide 
for adequate training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to 
Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw 
the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of 
alternatives that include options that allow for the continued responsible use 
of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic 
impact that motorized recreation has in the area. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1949 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS 
with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that allow for the 
continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that 
recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has in the 
area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1950 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I understand that the Marines need a place to train, however if they take the 

Johnson Valley area what are they fighting for ? FREEDOM !!!!! THE 
BLM HAS ALREADY TAKEN MILLIONS OF ACRES. We as 
Americans have the right to roam this country as we please and more and 
more I arrive at a locked gate. The desert is the only place where I can go in 
California for peace and quiet. My family has been going out there for 
generations and I would like this tradition to continue. It is unfair to take 
this OHV area from the people who use it for recreation. It will also impact 
a billion dollar off road industry in CA which creates jobs and tax money 
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for the state and the troops. I am against this proposition. Please consider 
my opinion and look at other areas for our Marines to train at. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1951 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment I use the ohv parks i pay to keep them open and to exspand them this area 

represents a huge percentage of out ohv use areas in california that millions 
of people pay for the loss will afect me personaly and my children 
personaly along with my freinds and there kids if this goes though the entire 
comunity must be compinsated for our loss the us goverment is in no 
position to do so nor can they aford to exspand the military base at this time 
and the sarounding areas cant aford to loose the money we spend in there 
comunities or the loss of jobs that will follow and the public safety issue 
and enviromental issues of using live fire artilery the lead will poisen the 
ground and the water that millions of people use to drink lead dose not 
evaporate or dilute or brake down i am grately aposed to the exspantion in 
to johnson vally ohv park and when the lawsuite is filled you bet my name 
will be on it 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1952 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We have been an off-roading family for 35 years. We have sadly watched 

as more and more areas are closed of to exploring with the grandkids. Kids 
who are exposed to the joys of desert exploration and family togetherness 
grow up to be great parents themselves. Families are more and more 
important in this decaying society. Please reconsider closing Johnson 
Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted public 
access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the 
current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available 
within specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of 
the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 1953 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
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not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1954 

 
Last Name Brown 

 
First Name Daniel 

 
Comment I am absolutely opposed to this expansion by the USMC into the Johnson 

Valley Recreational Area. 29 Palms is a huge complex already, and this 
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expansion is absolutely unnecessary. Johnson Valley is one of few 
remaining unspoiled areas of its size, and we cannot afford to lose it to 
"questionable" uses by the Military or private interests. This area is used by 
outdoors enthusiasts, offroaders and has a very diverse eco-system. This 
area financially benefits the surrounding communities. Off-roaders benefit 
California's economy and this State cannot afford the economic loss which 
closure of this area would bring. I am an off-roader and moved to California 
in 1997 specifically for the off-roading and natural unspoiled areas 
remaining available to the Public. This invasion by the USMC is simply 
WRONG! This action will definately cause further erosion of support for 
our Armed Forces at a time when several actions overseas are in-question. I 
do not wish to add my name to the list of those who will certainly loathe the 
US Military as a result... I'm already too close to feeling that way now. Do 
we truly want yet another Military expansion when we've already seen so 
many other bases CLOSE across the USA and Territories? The 
contradictions of this expansion make no sense whatsoever. I pray that 
common sense will prevail and stop this unnecessary expansion in its 
tracks. GOD please protect the few unspoiled areas we have remaining in 
the USA that are actually accessible to so many surrounding residents. The 
prospect of long drives to access areas far-away is sickening and financially 
impossible for several residents already struggling in our economy. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1955 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
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recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1956 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment There is plenty of land EAST of the base. Go EAST!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1957 

 
Last Name Lavallee 

 
First Name Travis 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1958 

 
Last Name lovelady 

 
First Name ken 

 
Comment why keep taking our riding areas away when our registration fees are 

supposed to protect these areas what are we paying for.go east marines! 
 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1959 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
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vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1960 

 
Last Name Bauerlein 

 
First Name Vincent 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. 
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Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1961 

 
Last Name Finkle 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
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that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. The Marine Corps already 
possesses an enormously large area at Twentynine Palms that has been 
provided for its use for similar purposes.  This additional area "land grab" 
of public recreational land is absolutely inappropriate! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions ofJohnson Valley and during various portions of the year. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1962 

 
Last Name Smith 

 
First Name Harley 

 
Comment    To whom it may concern, I would like to voice my opinion about the 

proposed Marine expansion into the Johnson Valley OHV area. I am proud 
of our military and support them fully but taking the lands in Johnson 
Valley would be a terrible idea for OHV and the offroad community. The 
OHV community in general is highly supportive of its nations Armed 
Forces who fight to keep this country free. Area's including Johnson Valley 
are just the kind of places our Armed Forces fight to keep open for the 
country and are enjoyed by thousands of OHV users per year and pumps 
millions of dollars into the local economy around Yucca Valley and 29 
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Palms. I would venture to guess the area is also enjoyed by many of the 
Marines stationed at 29 Palms as well. There is alot of lands in this area of 
California that could probably also be used for military training missions 
that would not be nearly as impactful on the OHV community as well as the 
local economy. I am from Arizona and after visiting the area with many of 
the guys in my club for the King of the Hammers offroad race here recently 
we will be returning again for the race as well as other times just to enjoy 
the OHV area and use the awesome offroading trails it has to offer. This 
year for the KOH offroad race our small AZ offroad club had 20-25 
members attend with 12-15 offroad vehicles, and all the necessary trucks, 
trailers, and RV's to get our members and offroad rigs to the lakebed. There 
were also hundreds if not thousands of other AZ OHV users that made the 
trip to Johnson Valley for the week long KOH event. To loose this area and 
this event would be a step in the wrong direction for the USA as well as all 
the OHV users who frequent the area. Thank You  H.S. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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.   
 
The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1963 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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.  The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1964 

 
Last Name DAWSON 

 
First Name LUCAS 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. Thank you for your consideration 
of this very important issue. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
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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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1965 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE LET US USE THE LANDORS AREA FOR FAMILY FUN 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1966 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE LET US YOUSE THE LANDOR AREA FOR FAMILY FUN 
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Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1967 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA.  YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES.  As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 
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N.2-21281 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1968 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Go east , I went to the meetings and you have a plan to go east with little 

impact to Johnson valley . Why make so many do with out when you can 
go east. You say it will be 30 days two times a year pending any problems 
that will extend that 30 days and there will be problems and you know it , 
so go east. Thank you, Rich 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1969 
 
Last Name Weihe 
 
First Name Orion 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1970 

 
Last Name Weihe 

 
First Name Orion 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1971 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment God bless our troops and thank you all for your service. The safety and 

training of our troops is paramount, however if there is a way to accomplish 
this without encroachment on the Johnson Valley area my family and I 
would be very happy. We love off-roading and the freedom of exploring 
that can only be obtained by vehicle. We hike and mountain bike and enjoy 
the out doors in many ways. Off- roading is a very unique way to see and 
enjoy the outdoors that we can't do by any other means. If there is a way 
Johnson Valley can remain open, please choose that option. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 1972 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The expansion of the training area will force OHV users into the only other 

area available in the location - the El Mirage Dry Lakes. The increase in 
traffic will adversely affect the local wild and plant life, as well as making 
what is currently a serene environment, an extremely busy and potentially 
hazardous one. Considering the expanse of desert available, is it possible 
for the Marine base to consider a less critical (in terms of location and 
proximity to local populations) place in which to practice? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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.   

 
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1973 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment my family and I use the desert regularly to camp and ride ohv vehicles. 

Johnson Valley oHV area is an important part of the quickly dwindling 
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places we are allowed to ride. We are against any more closures of riding 
areas and camping areas. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 

recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1974 

 
Last Name Pinho 

 
First Name Alan 

 
Comment The expansion of the 29 Palms Marine training area would force the current 

OHV users into the remaining OHV are in the vicinity€“ the El Mirage Dry 
Lake. This would adversely affect the native wild and plant life, as well as 
multiply the number of people using an increasingly limited amount of 
space available for public recreation. I would strongly urge the Department 
of the Navy to consider other options that are not as close to centers of 
population and critical to the careful management of natural resources and 
public recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1975 

 
Last Name Barmore 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment The expansion of the 29 Palms Marine training area would force the current 

OHV users into the remaining OHV are in the vicinity ? the El Mirage Dry 
Lake. This would adversely affect the native wild and plant life, as well as 
multiply the number of people using an increasingly limited amount of 
space available for public recreation. I would strongly urge the Department 
of the Navy to consider other options that are not as close to centers of 
population and critical to the careful management of natural resources and 
public recreation.? C3 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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.   
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1976 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw theDEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21289 

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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1977 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment extension, and an investigation to find out how many public comments have 

been sent to the wrong address, what has been done with those comments, 
and what can be done to rectify a mistake that has existed since the release 
of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. PLEASE DO NOT 
EXSPAND THE BASE IN TO JHONSON VALLEY . THANK YOU 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 1978 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment extension, and an investigation to find out how many public comments have 

been sent to the wrong address, what has been done with those comments, 
and what can be done to rectify a mistake that has existed since the release 
of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. PLEASE DO NOT 
EXSPAND THE BASE IN TO JOHNSON VALLEY. THANK YOU 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1979 

 
Last Name Sammons 

 
First Name Nancy 

 
Comment Please give us an extension on the comment time as you published the 

wrong address...you didn't get many of our comments by having the 
incorrect address. This is not our fault, please do the right thing. I was out at 
church in Johnson Valley a few months ago and the noise coming from the 
base was amazing. Our church is way up on a hill about 4 miles above Old 
Woman Springs, in the area of Laraha, the windows rattled it frightened the 
children, the noise was the worse I have heard in a long, long time. I live 
what is called the Mesa, one side of the street is considered Joshua Tree the 
other Yucca Mesa, my windows rattle and shake, it feels like we are having 
an earthquake and it is quite frightening. Pls give us an extension on the 
expansion issue of the base! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 
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Response 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.   

 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1980 

 
Last Name Sammons 

 
First Name Nancy 

 
Comment   we know how important the base is and appreciate what they are doing for 

all of us, but please don't take all the land out in the Johnson Valley area. 
People come from all over the country to have fun, enjoy with their families 
this open country. Can't we work together on a solution for the expansion, 
can't you go the other direction?? There are so many people that have 
retired out in the Johnson Valley area and love the scenic views and 
quietness that it offers. If you take the land you will ruin these peoples 
enjoyment and retirement years.  You need to go out to that area and walk, 
or sit, or just listen to the noise that is heard when you are bombing out that 
way....it is terrible. Please consider our needs. We love the Marines we need 
you for what you do but please try to feel our concerns and needs as well. 
Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 1981 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLease don't close Johnson Valley OHV area. Of the alternatives, only #3 

appears reasonable.  The impact on recreation and the economy would be 
huge if any other selection is made.  We want you to be able to train and 
stay safe, but I think expanding eastward and possibly taking over the 
Cleghorn and Sheephole Valley Wilderness would be best. It would have 
little effect on anyone other than having congress do the right thing.  Your 
base expansion would be complete. Also we received notice from 
C.O.R.V.A. that your previous memo to submit comments gave the wrong 
address.  Please issue a 60 day extention for the comment period.  Thanks 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 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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Comment ID 1982 

 
Last Name Charette 

 
First Name Bill 

 
Comment €œThe expansion of the 29 Palms Marine training area would force the 

current OHV users into the remaining OHV area in the vicinity of the El 
Mirage Dry Lake. This would adversely affect the native wild and plant 
life, as well as multiply the number of people using an increasingly limited 
amount of space available for public recreation. I would strongly urge the 
Department of the Navy to consider other options that are not as close to 
centers of population and critical to the careful management of natural 
resources and public recreation." Lord knows there is plenty of 
underutilized land in California that can be converted for training our 
Marines without bringing them so close to populated areas such as Adelanto 
or Boron, California. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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.    

 
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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Comment ID 1983 
 
Last Name Pike 

 
First Name Ken 

 
Comment €œThe expansion of the 29 Palms Marine training area would force the 

current OHV users into the remaining OHV are in the vicinity€“ the El 
Mirage Dry Lake. This would adversely affect the native wild and plant 
life, as well as multiply the number of people using an increasingly limited 
amount of space available for public recreation. I would strongly urge the 
Department of the Navy to consider other options that are not as close to 
centers of population and critical to the careful management of natural 
resources and public recreation." 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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.   

 
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 1984 

 
Last Name vornran 

 
First Name mike 
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Comment As long as the EIS is done by the laws and rules, it is welcome. In the end 
after all the facts are given, I am hopeful the aquisition will not take place, 
as it is unnecessary. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1985 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Public comments on the Draft EIS are an 

important part of the decision-making process. This information becomes 
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part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process. 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. 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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1986 

 
Last Name Kramer 

 
First Name Tom 

 
Comment See attached pdf 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 
 attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 1986 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 1986 (Page 1 of 2): 

AIR-1, AIR-2, AIR-3, AIR-4: 

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. 

 

AIR-1

 

AIR-2
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Comment ID: 1986 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment 1986 (Page 2 of 2): 

 

 

 

AIR-3

AIR-4
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Comment ID 1987 
 
Last Name Williams 

 
First Name Ben 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1988 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment “The expansion of the 29 Palms Marine training area would force the 

current OHV users into the remaining OHV are in the vicinity” the El 
Mirage Dry Lake. This would adversely affect the native wild and plant life, 
as well as multiply the number of people using an increasingly limited 
amount of space available for public recreation. I would strongly urge the 
Department of the Navy to consider other options that are not as close to 
centers of population and critical to the careful management of natural 
resources and public recreation." 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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.   

 
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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Comment ID 1989 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment All DEIS Alternatives Would Restrict Access  As you have no doubt heard 

by now, the United States Marines are seeking to establish a large-scale 
training range facility at the Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center at 
Twentynine Palms, California.  To this end a Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) has been released.  Comments will be accepted until 
Thursday, May 26th.  The DEIS analyzes 6 alternatives for potential 
impacts to land use, recreation, public health and safety, air quality, noise, 
biological resources, cultural resources, geological resources, water 
resources and other resources.  The preferred alternative is alternative 6.  
The DEIS can be viewed here.  Unfortunately, any of the proposed 
alternatives, including the Marines' preferred alternative, will ultimately 
result in the loss of OHV access and possibly a complete closure of the 
Johnson Valley OHV area.  Please review the DEIS and submit comments 
by filling in the attached webform found here.  You can cut-and-paste the 
following or insert your own comments.  Either way it is imperative that 
you weigh in before the comment period closes on May 26!  Suggested 
Comments: As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to 
support the"no action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support 
Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver 
Training.  I recognize that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) notes that no action...is not a viable alternative since it does not 
meet the purpose and need;  However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, 
including preferred alternative 6, adequately address all issues including 
providing for recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and 
many from adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out 
of many areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the 
Marines have a vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide 
for adequate training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to 
Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw 
the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of 
alternatives that include options that allow for the continued responsible use 
of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic 
impact that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 
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during its decision process. 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. 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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1990 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. and our families and children 
won't have an area to ride their motorbikes. thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 
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Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1991 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
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highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1992 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Any expansion of the MCAGCC will have a negative impact on desert 

wildlife, regardless of the measures the Marines take to mitigate the 
damage, and any expansion of the training airspace will have a negative 
impact on the desert's solitude, regardless of the measures the Marines take 
to mitigate the damage. However, that damage has already been done in 
another nearby location--Fort Irwin. It's astounding how closely the 
Marines' request for base expansion now echoes the Army's request of a 
few years ago. Here are a few quotes from that Army request. "To meet the 
training needs of the Army today and in the foreseeable future, the NTC 
needs to expand to accommodate new tactics and doctrines, and to allow 
our soldiers to train in the most realistic environment possible. The land 
expansion will provide an expanded battle-space (land and airspace) 
environment for training Army brigade-sized ground and air units according 
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to the Army's training and combat operations doctrines. The training 
doctrine calls for training to be conducted in as realistic a battle-space 
environment as possible." And: "The operational experience from 
Operation Desert Storm and Operation Iraqi Freedom has also confirmed 
the need to train heavy mechanized units in larger, brigade-sized 
assemblages, spread out over large land areas. The current available 
maneuver area at the NTC is not adequate to realistically support the 
increased distance and pace of today's tactical operations or today's brigade-
sized units." The Marines have stated that they have examined Fort Irwin 
and found it unsuitable, but it was expanded according to the Marines' 
requirement (though they did not know that at the time, of course.) With a 
few compromises here and there, the Marines could use a base capable of 
hosting brigade-sized maneuvers. That base already exists, and it has the 
same landlord--the Department of Defense--as MCAGCC. Using a facility 
that already meets most of the Marines' requirements, is nearby, and has 
already recently expanded is a win-win situation for everyone, especially 
the quiet, wildlife-filled area surrounding the combat center. PS: I attended 
the public meeting in Ontario, and I was impressed with the courteous, 
professional, and well-educated responses to all my requests for 
information.  Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 
 
Response 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. 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. 
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Comment ID 1993 
 
Last Name Simmons 

 
First Name Susan 

 
Comment I respectfully request "no action" be taken as the land expansion alternative. 

With the preferred method, the Marine Base will be taking some of the best 
Southern California off-road areas away from the public. These areas have 
been used for decades by thousands of individuals for recreation. We, as a 
family, have enjoyed going to the Johnson Valley off-road area to camp and 
4-wheel for years. It has unified us as a family in a way that is irreplaceable 
and priceless. It will be a sad day if this area is taken away. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  

 
 
Comment ID 1994 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
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recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1995 

 
Last Name Eannetta 

 
First Name Terry 

 
Comment Please do not close off Johnson Valley to OHV use. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/22/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance ofJohnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1996 

 
Last Name Gil 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Johnson Valley is the only place of it's kind for off road recreation and 

racing. Taking this area away for any reason will impact thousands of users 
and businesses. Leave Johnson Valley as it is. In the event this is not 
possible, acre for acre mitigation would the only acceptable alternative. As a 
patriotic American, I understand the need to continually improve our armed 
forces. It seems that other options are open to the Marines. Johnson Valley 
is my Yellowstone, Grand Canyon, Niagra Falls... 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 does not have the authority to designate 
recreation lands as mitigation for the proposed action. The EIS determined 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 1997 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1998 

 
Last Name Belk 

 
First Name Curtis 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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., 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 1999 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment as a use of many areas of the desert off roading, land speed racing, camping 

i oppose any closure of public lands   i would prefer marines exercise at the 
mexican border this could accomplish double benifit for all americans as 
one look of an american soldier will keep illegal from jumping the fence 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2000 

 
Last Name Casteel 

 
First Name Chris 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement – Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
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recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2001 

 
Last Name Hundtoft 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment We come to California every winter to enjoy the OHV opportunities 

Johnson Valley offers.  We race in the D-37 races and really do not want to 
see this area closed.  It would be okay if there were an alternative, but since 
there is no alternative, NO WAY! I spent lots of time in the military in that 
general area and it seems that there is already enough space dedicated to 
training. 
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Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2002 

 
Last Name Van Dyke 

 
First Name Donadl 

 
Comment As a former US Army solider who served in Desert Shield/Storm I realize 

the need for expanded training areas. However I do not understand why 
NAVFAC SW wants to take this area away from the general public. Is it 
because it is the path of least resistance? I have been utilizing this 
recreational are for 18 years with my family and friends. Due to the fact this 
state already has limited areas such as this available to the public I do not 
see the justification in NAVFAC looking to take it. I hope that another 
alternative can be found. It will be a sad day for the offroad community if 
this area is taken away. I beleive that maby of the general public that use 
this land feel this way. I hope that the lack of other areas such as this one 
for public use is taken into consideration in this matter. Thank for for 
receiving my comment, Donald Van Dyke 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2003 

 
Last Name Voyer 

 
First Name Dean 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. Thank you, Dean Voyer 
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Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2004 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Every Christmas we go riding and shooting rockets off at Soggy Dry Lake. 

This is one of the only places in Ca where both activities are possible. 
Currently most riding spaces are already gone due to home development. 
The military already has two large bases in this area. It would be a shame to 
close off another area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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).  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 2005 
 
Last Name Lawson 

 
First Name Andy 

 
Comment I understand the need for more room to train, but lets move it out to the 

other side of the coxcomb area to were patton trained. would solve a lot of 
issues. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2006 

 
Last Name Wing 

 
First Name Frederick 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreation. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in 
favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that 
include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway 
vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact that 
motorized recreation has in the area. Thank you.  Frederick Neal Wing 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 
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Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2007 

 
Last Name Langness 

 
First Name Ed 

 
Comment There continues to be a reduction in open space that is available to the 

public. As the population grows, open space becomes more and more 
valuable. The closure of open space results in overcrowding of the 
remaining off road areas, causing an increase in accidents. When riding 
options are limited, it is only human nature to look for something new and 
interesting. This will increase the number of riders who travel off of 
developed trails or ride in areas that are closed to OHV use. As an Eagle 
Scout, an OHV enthusiast, a 20 year member of the Sierra Club, and father 
of two children, I oppose the expansion of the Marine Base at Twenty Nine 
Palms. Please keep the land available to public access for future generations 
to enjoy. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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.  
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2008 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
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that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2009 

 
Last Name Sharp 
 
First Name Glenn 

 
Comment Suggested Comments: As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge 

you to support the"no action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support 
Large- Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver 
Training. I recognize that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) notes that no action...is not a viable alternative since it does not 
meet the purpose and need; However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, 
including preferred alternative 6, adequately address all issues including 
providing for recreation, particularly motorized recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 
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Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2010 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an OHV user I feel that your "need" for more land is very selfish. This is 

not probable to remove 180 thousand acres from the use of the public. OHV 
areas aren't bountiful and taking one of the best ones in the country would 
be extremely unbelievable. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2011 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2012 

 
Last Name Evans 
 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment I am writing this comment as a concerned OHV enthusiast. Recreation 

opportunity in California is vanishing at an alarming rate. Johnson valley is 
an important riding area to me. I want to make sure that the no action taken 
alternative is picked. California's loss of recreation areas is hurting the 
economy in many ways. Sales of OHV's Sales of accessories, Truck and 
RV sales. Fuel and supplies sales,(I spend about $1000.00 dollars in the 
local area every time I go). We need to preserve these places so we can take 
our children and grandchildren. OHV use is a family event that helps build 
bonds and brings people together. I don't want this area to become like fort 
Ord in montery. Due to live explosives being left behind most of that place 
is now un fit and un safe to use. My family will never be able to use those 
lands like they once could. Please, I urge you to take no action in johnson 
valley and leave things the way they are. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
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portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2013 

 
Last Name Witteman 

 
First Name Linda 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2014 

 
Last Name Witteman 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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., 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2015 

 
Last Name Orre 

 
First Name Erik 

 
Comment First & foremost, I thoroughly support the mission of the USMC and our 

other Armed Forces. Training is essential. I have been responsibly enjoying 
the Johnson Valley OHV since I was a child in the early 1970's. Now, my 
children are also enjoying this wonderful area. My 7 year old son just 
learned to ride a motorcycle during out latest excursion to Johnson Valley 
OHV on the weekend of 4/2/2011. This is an experience he and I will never 
forget. As a member of a OHV Riding Club, I consider us true 
environmentalists. We take care of the land because we want to continue to 
enjoy it. There must be an alternative to that the USMC can choose over 
removing this wonderful land from public use. Thank you very much. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 2016 
 
Last Name Colwell 

 
First Name Matt 

 
Comment Suggested Comments:  As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge 

you to support the"no action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support 
Large- Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver 
Training.  I recognize that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) notes that no action...is not a viable alternative since it does not 
meet the purpose and need; However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, 
including preferred alternative 6, adequately address all issues including 
providing for recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and 
many from adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out 
of many areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the 
Marines have a vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide 
for adequate training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to 
Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw 
the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of 
alternatives that include options that allow for the continued responsible use 
of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic 
impact that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2017 

 
Last Name Leonhardt 

 
First Name Craig 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2018 

 
Last Name Ripaldi 

 
First Name Carl 

 
Comment Please note my attached letter regarding the Marine Base Expansion 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2018 (Page 1 of 5) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2018 (Page 1 of 5): 

NEPA-1:  

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 
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. 

NOI-1: 

The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each of the action alternatives 
(see Section 4.9).   As discussed in 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. 

BIO-1: 

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. 

 

NEPA-1

NOI-1
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Comment ID: 2018 (Page 2 of 5) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2018 (Page 2 of 5): 

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 to 
the 1938 Small-Tract Homestead Act.  

SOC-1: 

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. 

 

 

 
 
 
 
NOI-1
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Comment ID: 2018 (Page 3 of 5) 

 

  

 

Response to Comment 2018 (Page 3 of 5): 

REC-1: 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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-2: 

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. 

 

 

 

 
NOI-1

 

 

BIO-1

 
CR-1 
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Comment ID: 2018 (Page 4 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2018 (Page 4 of 5): 

CR-1

 
SOC-1

 

 
REC-1

REC-2
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Comment ID: 2018 (Page 5 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2018 (Page 5 of 5): 
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Comment ID 2019 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21335 

Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2020 

 
Last Name Bothwell 

 
First Name Glenn 

 
Comment My family and I frequently visit the Cougar Butte and Soggy Dry Lake 

riding areas. The desert is beauitful especially during sunrises and sunsets. 
The flowers when in blume are beautiful as well. We urge you to keep 
Johnson Valley OHV riding area open for all off road enthusiasts to enjoy. 
Thank you! Glenn & Ruth Bothwell 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2021 

 
Last Name Mesarchik 

 
First Name Dana 
 
Comment I would like the area to continue to serve the needs of the OHV community. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2022 

 
Last Name Bechard 

 
First Name Holli 

 
Comment I would like to comment on the public meeting, I believe the Marines and 

the off road community can work together, and I look forward to it. I 
believe using the only option, option 4 will be the best to work together in 
the future.  I believe if the sport promoters and the Marines get together 
before any new racing year, the schedule and maps can be pre-done to help 
everyone. I would like to be a part of this program and would like to be a 
voice for the outdoor community. Please take everyone's choice into 
consideration. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. Once a decision has been made, the Marine Corps 
would implement communication and notification procedures as outlined in 
the EIS, to maintain a steady and persistent engagement with local 
communities, stakeholders, and agencies during future management 
planning. 

 
 
Comment ID 2023 

 
Last Name Tiffany 

 
First Name Tom 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
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not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2024 

 
Last Name Bosso 

 
First Name Anthony 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
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the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the purpose and need 
section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of alternatives. The Corps 
has failed to consider a reasonable range of alternatives analyzed during a 
NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule of reason" test. The "rule of 
reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that is comparable to the 
arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to Justify Need for 
1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps excluded the use of 
Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling conflicts, current 
infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative hurdles cannot be 
mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a number of viable 
proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public. There is Corps 
Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps spokesman, Captain 
Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory Council that, "What 
makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really well with each other 
and not really very well with the other services." The Corps Failed to 
Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on Project Viability. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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 socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are dependent on 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2025 

 
Last Name Johnson 

 
First Name Ladd 

 
Comment s an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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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 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 socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2026 

 
Last Name Silverberg 

 
First Name Kane 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
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adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2027 

 
Last Name King 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment I submitted comments during the first scoping period and attended one of 

this years meetings. I own airport FAA designator 7CA1 (Abraham Airport) 
in Johnson Valley.  In response I see that the proposed land acquisition area 
was moved northward and eastward from my airport and the neighboring 
airports 2CAS (B&E) and 51CA (Kelly). I then studied the proposed 
airspace proposal for choice 6. It places my airport underneath the restricted 
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airspace. I did observe the proposal to have a 1500 AGL shelf over my 
airport.  I am familiar with the ridges of land to the north and south of my 
airport. I have studied the proposed exercise area and it is beyond those 
ridges I believe. I am not aware of any restricted airspace that has a shelf 
underneath it. I further do not know how the FAA would chart this shelf 
airspace since it is described in the study to be defined as underneath the 
restricted area but outside the proposed land acquisition area which has a 
very jagged boundary. I also do not know how pilots could navigate this 
shelf and how GPS manufacturers would display it. I therefore would 
suggest that the land acquisition boundary and restricted airspace be located 
three miles from any airport. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2028 

 
Last Name Preuitt 

 
First Name Don 

 
Comment Save our land for the public use, our family loves going to Johnson Valley 

for camping, hiking and motorcycles. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2029 

 
Last Name Enstrom 

 
First Name Jon 

 
Comment I fully support our military, but being disabled I can't hike and must use a 

four wheel drive to our bake country. I dont wasnt to loose this. Please find 
another option for testing. Thank You. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2030 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
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However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2031 

 
Last Name Dunn 

 
First Name Kimberly 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
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Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2032 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 
action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement – Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 2033 
 
Last Name Richards 

 
First Name Roy 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2034 

 
Last Name Richards 

 
First Name Roy 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2035 

 
Last Name Swedlund 

 
First Name Jon 

 
Comment Please leave Johnson Valley open. It's a family destination. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2036 

 
Last Name leseney 

 
First Name troy 

 
Comment i would like to request an extension of 60 days due to innacurate mailing 

address,,,also has anyone looked into the impact of the triops that grow in 
the desert rain pooled water at the levy on the dry lake bed ? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps has kept the public 

informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping meetings 
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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. Please see Section 4.10 of the EIS for information on expected 
impacts to Biological Resources. 

 
 
Comment ID 2037 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I am urging you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. Since none of the 
6 proposed alternatives, including alternative 6, adequately address all 
issues including providing for recreation, particularly motorized recreation.  
While I do support the Marines and recognize their sacrifice and the 
importance of their training there simply must be a better way to provide for 
adequate training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to 
Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists. Therefore I encourage you to 
withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened 
range of alternatives that include options that allow for the continued 
responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the 
vital economic impact that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2038 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
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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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2039 

 
Last Name curry 

 
First Name pat 

 
Comment Now is the time to stop this madness and not continue taking our public 

recreational land away. Year after year more of our land ( Not the 
governments land) away.  Please consider that we the people do not want 
our land stolen by the government. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 
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Comment ID 2040 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The access to recreational areas for OHV is in the process of being 

restricted or prohibited in so many areas that there are not many left. Off-
roading and wilderness recreation is an important part of our lifestyle. 
Please make sure that you do not close any more areas for wilderness 
recreation and off-roading. Thank you very much! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2041 

 
Last Name Johnson 
 
First Name Dave 

 
Comment It is unconscionable that the federal government is still considering taking 

more of our public lands for thier own use, especially on the heels of the 
death of the man that created our militaristic expansion. I understand the 
reason for needing to expand the Twentynine Palms training facility was to 
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more closely mimic the distances our forces would be required to traverse 
during battle in the middle east. It appears the need for this type of training 
is no longer necesary since our presence in Iraq and Afganistan is lessening. 
The average citizen is continually asked to make sacrifices while the 
decicion makers continue to run the country into the ground. I am a regular 
user of the Johnson Valley Recreation Area; Please allow me and future 
generations the freedom to continue to enjoy one of California's great open 
spaces by not expanding the Twentynine Palms Training facility. Thank 
You. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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.  

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

 
 
Comment ID 2042 

 
Last Name reeves 

 
First Name ronald 

 
Comment my family was rasised rding in johnson valley for the last 28 years.its a god 

family enviorment.don't close .thanks 
 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 
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Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available within 
specific portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 2043 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area.   

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2044 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I think the Johnson Valley off road area should be left alone. The Marines 

could find land somewhere else. I enjoy taking my family to the Johnson 
Valley area to ride and have done so for many years, and I would like to 
continue that. There is plenty of desert out there that they can take, why 
does it have to be an area that already has a designated use? If they take that 
area, it will only make other areas more crowded and dangerous. This just 
isn't right. Being an offroader, we already have worry about the 
environmentalist, now we have to worry about the Marines wanting us to 
give up our riding areas. Please leave Johnson Valley alone.....PLEASE. 
Mike Acosta 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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.   

 
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 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2045 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2046 

 
Last Name Moutes 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment I feel the military has no real need to take more public land. In these touch 

economic times you will be the cause of local business to fail and hinder 
any economic recover that area has made. I have been a recreational user of 
the California desert for over forty years and have seen our public lands 
shrink for mainly political reasons. The areas left have such concentrated 
use that we do not even try to go out and enjoy them on holiday weekends 
due to the crowds. Please DO NOT consider this proposal so that the future 
generations can have this special place to enjoy. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 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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The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2047 

 
Last Name WIlliamson 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment I oppose the proposed enlargement of the current operation area. My 

opposition is based on dwindling land use opportunities for the tax paying 
Americans that use our national lands. The very thought of increasing the 
land size while the actual size of the new generation of weapons being 
deployed is shrinking is ridiculous. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2048 

 
Last Name Carlisle 

 
First Name Patrice 
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Comment I come from a military family and honor the work that has taken place to 
give me my freedom. I am against alternative 6 the expansion of 
Twentynine Palms west towards Johanson Valley. I support expanding 
towards the east where the impact will be felt less.  Families have enjoyed 
riding Johanson Valley and the spectacular scenery provides a envirnoment 
for them to bond. There are homes in the area where the occupants have 
choicen a reclusive lifestyle. Please do not take this area away from those 
who enjoy it.  Patrice   Carlisle 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2049 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 
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Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2050 

 
Last Name Pope 

 
First Name Jason 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 
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Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2051 

 
Last Name Mathers 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
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that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2052 

 
Last Name Pellanda 

 
First Name Jason 

 
Comment I am very upset that you guys are taking land away from the landers 

Jhonson valley area. That land is sacred to the off road community they're 
very little places to offroad and race in southern California. We have four 
generations of family that have been going every Thanksgiving, new years, 
and easter for the last ten years. The economic impact for small business 
will be huge, My business will take a huge down turn is this area is taken.  
So please take everybody opinion seriously because once you take this land 
away we will not get any in return, and this land will be taken away for 
ever. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 
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Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted public 
access to acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2053 

 
Last Name Pellanda 

 
First Name Jason 

 
Comment I am very upset that you guys are taking land away from the landers 

Jhonson valley area. That land is sacred to the off road community they're 
very little places to offroad and race in southern California. We have four 
generations of family that have been going every Thanksgiving, new years, 
and easter for the last ten years. The economic impact for small business 
will be huge, My business will take a huge down turn is this area is taken.  
So please take everybody opinion seriously because once you take this land 
away we will not get any in return, and this land will be taken away for 
ever. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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, even under alternatives involving restricted 
public access to acquired areas. Under each of the action alternatives, many 
of the current recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2054 

 
Last Name connet 

 
First Name mike 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
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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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2055 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The 29 Palms Marine Base is the largest Marine Base in the WORLD (in 

square miles) and now they want to take over a federally designated OHV 
area that serves as an area for families, events and is a huge money maker 
for the businesses nearby.  King of the Hammers would be shut down.  This 
will be a disaster!! PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE 
JOHNSON VALLEY OHV AREA.  YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE 
DISSERVICE TO THE AREA AND SURROUNDINGS 
COMMUNITIES.  As an off- highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge 
you to support the"no action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support 
Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver 
Training.  I recognize that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) notes that no action...is not a viable alternative since it does not 
meet the purpose and need;  However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, 
including preferred alternative 6, adequately address all issues including 
providing for recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and 
many from adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out 
of many areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the 
Marines have a vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide 
for adequate training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to 
Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw 
the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of 
alternatives that include options that allow for the continued responsible use 
of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic 
impact that motorized recreation has in the area. 
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Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2056 

 
Last Name Dell 

 
First Name Alex 

 
Comment Off road riding/driving is a recreation enjoyed by thousands of people 

mostly from the souhern California area. Restriction or closure of the 
Johnson Valley off road area would have a serious effect on people's ability 
to enjoy the outdoors with their families. The knock on effect would cause a 
ripple through the entire off road industry, from RV dealers to motorcyle 
dealers, to tire suppliers etc. This is a very popular off road area, please 
keep it open as is with no modification for anything other than off road 
recreation. Our military already has plenty of land to practice on. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2057 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Aesthetic/Visual resources, Air quality, Airspace/Air traffic, Biological 

resources, Cultural resources, Environmental justice, Hazardous 
materials/wastes, Land use,Mining/Minerals, Noise, Recreation, 
Socioeconomic, Water resources, Public health and safety 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. These topics are discussed in detail 

throughout 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 2058 
 
Last Name McCoy 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support the "No Action" 

alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The Corps has rigged "the 
purpose and need section" of this NEPA process to limit the range of 
alternatives. The Corps has failed to consider a reasonable range of 
alternatives analyzed during a NEPA process. The Corps EIS fails the "rule 
of reason" test. The "rule of reason" is essentially a reasonableness test that 
is comparable to the arbitrary and capricious standard. The Corps Failed to 
Justify Need for 1990s-era Simultaneous Training of 3 MEBs The Corps 
excluded the use of Fort Irwin based on false assumptions that scheduling 
conflicts, current infrastructure deficiencies, and other administrative 
hurdles cannot be mitigated. The arbitrary screening criteria eliminated a 
number of viable proposals and alternatives brought forward by the public 
There is Corps Bias Against Integration - On March 26, 2011 Corps 
spokesman, Captain Nick Mannweiller, told the BLM's Desert Advisory 
Council that, "What makes the Marine Corps special is that we play really 
well with each other and not really very well with the other services." The 
Corps Failed to Analyze DOD Budget and National Deficit Impact on 
Project Viability  

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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.   
 
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 
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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. Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the 
DoD budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis.  

 
 
Comment ID 2059 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Noise will be loud. Mining/Minerals. Land use. Airspace/Airtraffic. 

Aesthetic/Visual resources. Cultural resources.Recreation Public health and 
safety 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. These topics are discussed in detail 

throughout 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 2060 
 
Last Name Davis 

 
First Name Gina 

 
Comment I have been going to El Mirage for 10 years and it would be awfull if this 

would to happen. Please Save El Mirage 
 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2061 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep this land open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Comment ID 2062 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment Keep this land open to the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2063 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please go east and leave the Johnson Valley OHV alone. A lot of disabled 

old timer veterans, including MARINES, use this as their ONLY way to 
enjoy the outdoors. They can not hike or walk or ride a bike. The 4x4 takes 
them to heaven here and now on earth. Everything we fight for, our 
freedom - this is IT and what it's all about for some people. Please. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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.2-21373 

Comment ID 2064 
 
Last Name Lyon 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment The expansion of the 29 Palms Marine training area would force the current 

OHV users into the remaining OHV are in the vicinity€“ the El Mirage Dry 
Lake. This would adversely affect the native wild and plant life, as well as 
multiply the number of people using an increasingly limited amount of 
space available for public recreation. I strongly urge the Department of the 
Navy to consider other options that are not as close to centers of population 
and critical to the careful management of natural resources and public 
recreation. Thank you for your support. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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.   

 
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2065 

 
Last Name Busick 

 
First Name Gilbert 

 
Comment I would like to comment that the Johnson valley open ohv area should not 

be absorbed by the twentynine palms marine base. The military should 
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learn to work together as a team by having the marines train at fort irwin 
army base, edwards afb, china lake naval air station and in the nellis range 
in Nevada.Most of the California desert has been made off limits to 
motorized recreation due to wilderness designations, wilderness study 
zones, national parks, national monuments, tortoise preserves, solar farms 
and military installations. Destroying Johnson valley open area with another 
military installation will destroy the environment and the local economies 
that rely on the ohv area for tourism revenues. It will also severely impact 
the remaining ohv areas through overcrowding and overuse. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2066 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment I support our troops and appreciate what the troops are doing for us. On the 
other hand there has to be a way that we can all come together so that the 
ohv community does not continue to loose our wheeling land. Given the 
Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. Given the 
fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and the 
national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2067 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 
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Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2068 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 
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Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2069 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We like to ride our atv's in the desert and the good riding places keep 

disappearing.  I'm hoping you won't take this one away.  It's something we 
enjoy doing as a family. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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 
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Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.   Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 2070 

 
Last Name Carlisle 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment I HAVE BEEN UTILIZING THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV AREA FOR 

ME AND MY FAMILY OVER THE PAST 20 YEARS.  I LOVE IT OUT 
THERE. AFTER REVIEWING THE ALTERNATIVES, I SEE PROS 
FOR ALTERNATIVE #3 AND CONS FOR ALTERNATIVE #6.  THE 
EAST HAS APPROX. 3 TIMES THE AREA TO EXPAND OVER THE 
WESTERLY VERSION.  THERE ARE PEOPLE AND HOMESITES TO 
THE WEST AND IT IS BARON LAND TO THE EAST.  IT SEEMS 
OBVIOUS TO ME, OR AM I MISSING SOMETHING HERE?  I SAY 
NO TO ALTERNATIVE 6.  MY CONGRESSMAN WILL ALSO AGREE 
OR WILL NOT BE RE-ELECTED NEXT TERM.  BOB 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 2071 

 
Last Name Carlisle 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment NO ON ALTERNATIVE #6 PLEASE.  EXPAND TO THE EAST 

WHERE IT IS 3 TIMES THE AREA OVER THE WEST AND IT IS 
BARON AND VERY FEW HOMESITES EXIST.  MANY MORE 
PRIVATE HOMESITES EXIST TO THE WEST.  COMMON SENSE 
HERE, PLEASE. 
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Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 
 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 2072 

 
Last Name Barbarino  
 
First Name Vincent  
 
Comment see uploaded doc  
 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2072 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2072 (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. 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 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. 
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Comment ID: 2072 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2072 (Page 2 of 3): 

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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Comment ID: 2072 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2072 (Page 3 of 3): 
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Comment ID 2073 
 
Last Name Long 

 
First Name Patrick 

 
Comment I have been camping and riding in the Johnson Valley Off-Highway 

Vehicle Area for over 36 years.  The quality family time that can be shared 
is unique and coveted by those who have had the opportunity to experience 
it.  Although some families enjoy city parks and organized recreation it is 
nice to be allowed to experience freedom and open wide spaces with 
unlimited chances to explore. This is all made possible due to the proximity 
and accessibility to local civilization. The military has the ability to utilize 
the vast desert space available yet wants the convenience of locality at the 
expense of the families that only ask for a small acerage nearest to their 
homes. I ask them to reconsider the need to have their training facility so 
close to thier base, yet between them and civilization when they have 
almost endless space to train in the other direction. Please consider letting 
the public enjoy the relatively small acerage nearby rather than make them 
travel through the military training ground to find recreation elsewhere. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2074 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment While both my wife and I served this nation and fully support the Armed 

Forces of this great country of ours, if this travesty is allowed to proceed, I 
can gaurantee that none of my children will ever join the Armed Forces. My 
children have come to understand that we have to fight many environmental 
organizations for our right to enjoy our OHV's. But they asked me why we 
now have to fight the U.S. Armed Forces as well. I cannot give them an 
answer as to why the military forces of this country are so ready and willing 
to destroy an area enjoyed by so many. If this plan is allowed to proceed, I 
have no doubt that it will severly affect the ability of our military to meet 
recruitment objectives. PLese find another option for the base expansion 
and leave what little OHV areas our children have left. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2075 

 
Last Name Miller 

 
First Name LeRoy 

 
Comment Since the original email site was incorrect, I respectfully request a 60 day 

extension on the Johnson Valley EIS project. LeRoy Miller 
 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps has kept the public 

informed as required by NEPA, including holding public scoping meetings 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21385 

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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2076 

 
Last Name preston 

 
First Name william 

 
Comment Please preserve these riding areas for us American families, these riding 

areas create lifelong family memories. The are what America stands for and 
are part of the american fabric live, freedom and most important family 
togetherness and family memories. Trading (losing) this land to unnessary 
military values, is not nessesary. We do not want a police state! Want 
freedom! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 2077 
 
Last Name preston 

 
First Name william 

 
Comment Save this land for families who ride. We do not need more four freedoms 

taken away, we do not want a price state 
 
Date Comment Received 5/23/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2078 

 
Last Name Row 

 
First Name Jon 

 
Comment What are you guys doing?As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to 

urge you to support the"no action" alternative in the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To 
Support Large- Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and 
Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a viable alternative since it 
does not meet the purpose and need; However, none of the 6 proposed 
alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, adequately address all issues 
including providing for recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local 
riders, and many from adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public 
lands and out of many areas of the desert for decades. While I understand 
that the Marines have a vital mission, there simply must be a better way to 
provide for adequate training while not essentially eliminating responsible 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21387 

access to Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to 
withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened 
range of alternatives that include options that allow for the continued 
responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the 
vital economic impact that motorized recreation has in the area. The US has 
plenty of govt owned and BLM land other than Johnson Valley that could 
be used for your purposes. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2079 

 
Last Name bell 

 
First Name james 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
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adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2080 

 
Last Name Kouns 

 
First Name Scott 

 
Comment I think removing motorcycle lands will be devastating to an already 

shrinking off road available land. More and more lands are being devoured 
and motorcycle enthusiasts are the ones who suffer. Generations of folks 
who like to enjoy the wilderness are not going to able due to these 
acquisions. Please help and either provide more available property or 
disallow the army's request. Thank you 
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Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2081 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 
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Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2082 

 
Last Name Palenske 

 
First Name Grant 

 
Comment Johnson Valley has been a special place for my family over the years...I 

started off-road riding at the age of 6(1966) in Johnson Valley. Please do 
not allow the military to take our public land the we use to recreate. This is 
the largest area in CA to offer multiple use of recreation and not a good idea 
to turn it over to the military to destroy.. Thanks  Grant 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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 
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than significant impacts to soils from military vehicle operations, ordnance 
delivery, and infantry training. 

 
 
Comment ID 2083 

 
Last Name Kennard 

 
First Name Mike 
 
Comment I am opposed to the military taking over Johnson Valley for training 

purposes. We frequent the area every year and with more open desert areas 
being turned into "wilderness" it would be a great loss to the off roading 
community.   Best Regards Mike Kennard 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. TThe Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2084 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment    Please consider that the people paying your salaries are the ones who want 

to go out to the desert and enjoy it close to home. Do you mean to tell us 
that all of the land in Nevada, Arizona, New Mexico & Texas is unsuitable 
for for marine corp. use and this is the only viable place. Why do you find it 
compelling to build this base so close to highly a populated area? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2085 

 
Last Name Grapengater 

 
First Name Jeff 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2086 

 
Last Name Brandon 

 
First Name Barron 

 
Comment I am one citizen of this once great nation that is opposed to the continued 

taking of lands by the government. This taking has reached epidemic 
proportions and needs to stop now. I have watched this growing trend 
toward restricting access to our lands citing every reason under the sun and 
it scares me. At this rate the American public will very soon be limited in 
their free travels, they ( the government controllers) will allow the free 
American people to travel to work and back home with complete freedom, 
but anything other than that will be strictly controlled, taxed and limited to 
a bare minimum. I am one free American who is ready to see a movement 
to take our country back from these communists. We all need to stand up 
for freedom and say NO to all of the takings and stifling regulations that are 
destroying the American Dream of freedom ! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2087 

 
Last Name Burton 

 
First Name Westlee 

 
Comment Ok first off I been a dirt bike rider since age three and my sis taught me 

how to ride and if anything happen to the area of el mirage I don't know 
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where to go because when I want to ride and stay the weekend there it's el 
mirage it's close and very affordable place to have fun .. Please whatever u 
do don't take more land out of the el mirage 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  El Mirage OHV Area is not within the 

proposed acquisition study areas for this EIS.  Please refer to Chapter 2 of 
the EIS for a description and maps of the proposed action and alternatives. 

 
 
Comment ID 2088 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am against loosing Johnson Valley for public recreation. We have been 

going there for years with our family it would be a tragic loss to everyone. 
My Vote would to say no to the Marines. Dave 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2089 

 
Last Name walters 

 
First Name carl 
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Comment This expansion to the west is absolutly wrong. It is incredible to think that 
the marine corp. would consider jeapordising a multi million dollar industry 
so some federal entity can sew on another star.The federal government is 
already on probation with the american people. Yeah,do you guys 
remember them.You better rethink this nonsense. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2090 

 
Last Name Schrader 

 
First Name Leon 

 
Comment    I fully back the Military and am very Proud of our country, I am an avid off 

road enthusiast and feel it would be a shame to close even more riding 
areas, would it not be possible to find another area where some echo-whaco 
is trying to protect a lizzard or a tree? We need our recreation as much as 
our Military needs to train, take control of our own country and find another 
place PLEASE... Thanks for your consideration and GOD BLESS THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 2091 
 
Last Name Contreras 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment Please go east.  The future of our sport depends on this land for a large 

portion of west coast off roaders and outdoorsmen.  I want to explore the 
deserts.  I want to share this area with my children for generations to come.  
Thank you for the consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2092 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We don't have many places like johnson valley to enjoy I would like to 

know what congress people are behind this so we can vote them out of 
office we really enjoy this off highway park we have many great memory's 
with our children out there and more to make I'm totally against this!!!!!! 
ONE MAD OFFROADER . 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2093 

 
Last Name Molinari 

 
First Name Dave 
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Comment I am writing for two purposes: (1)to register my objection to the Twenty-
nine Palms Training Land Acquisition Project, and(2)to notify you that the 
DEIS for the project is defective with respect to its analysis of project-
related impacts on the local economy, and(3)surrounding property impacts 
for which no meaningful mitigation has been offered. From my perspective, 
the only alternative I can support is the "No Action" alternative. Only the 
"No Action" alternative would allow continued public recreation in Johnson 
Valley at its current levels and also avoid economic impacts and disruptions 
to the surrounding communities. My family owns property and a cabin in 
Johnson Valley (since 1970) for the purpose of recreating in the Johnson 
Valley OHV area up to 12 times a year. Our favorite places to visit in 
Johnson Valley are Means Dry Lake, Soggy Dry Lake, Sand Dunes, and 
surrounding areas for miles where we engage in motorcycle riding, racing, 
and Jeep exploration. When preparing for a trip, we spend $100 on fuel, 
groceries, and other supplies in our local area. Then, we spend an additional 
$200 in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne Valley/Victorville area while we are 
recreating. Over the years, we have patronized the following businesses 
Cafe 247, Coyote Loco, Ace Hardware, Gas Stations, Burger Depot, Home 
Depot, In-N-Out, among many others, in the Johnson Valley/Lucerne 
Valley/Victorville Area. If Johnson Valley, or any part of it, were to be 
closed due to the expansion of the Twenty-nine Palms Marine Corps Air-
Ground Combat Center, there would be no reason for my family to travel to 
this part of the desert. Our property would go into disrepair or have to be 
sold at a lower market value. Therefore, we would no longer spend money 
in Johnson Valley, Lucerne Valley, Victorville, or the other small 
communities that currently serve the recreating public near the proposed 
project site. Our property is located on the south side of HWY 247 in the 
BLM "Limited Use" designation which limits travel to existing routes. The 
area will see much more off road vehicle use (in unapproved areas) as 
recreationists are pushed off the "JV Open Area" from Base Expansion. 
These impacts and proposed mitigation are not addressed in the DEIS 
adequately at all.  As written, the DEIS provides an inadequate and 
incomplete analysis of the project's potential impacts on the local economy. 
The analysis is based on unproven assumptions that contradict both 
common sense and my own experiences as a frequent and long-standing 
visitor to Johnson Valley. To suggest that the proposed Project, including 
the "Preferred Alternative," would result in anything other than the 
significant disruptions of the local economy is misleading and speculative 
in nature. This part of the DEIS, among others, must be completely revised 
and until such action is taken I can only support the "No Action" 
alternative. Thank you for taking the time to consider my comments on this 
important matter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 
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Response 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 best available information for 
OHV recreational spending patterns was identified and was used in 
conjunction with assumptions provided by BLM about future recreational 
visitor patterns and using average expenditure data adjusted for inflation as 
the basis for the 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2094 

 
Last Name Lyon 

 
First Name Keith 

 
Comment As much as I would like to stand up and scream about what the military it 

trying to do, I'll try not to. There has to be a another place on this earth that 
you can TAKE OVER other then one of the largest and last places for off 
roading in So Cal. Granted southern California's economy is doing so well 
and there's such a vast amount of space for those of us that enjoy this type 
of sport we can just move on to another area, NOT. I think the military 
would use the term Soft Target in the acquiring of this public land. An easy 
target, the masses have no concept of what goes on there and there 
ignorance is your hole card. GO East, we won't care and neither will the 
masses! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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.. 

 
 
Comment ID 2095 

 
Last Name Siewert 

 
First Name Bryan 

 
Comment Many Motorsports Companies use Johnson Valley extensively to test our 

products for off-road production.  There are so few desert areas in So Cal 
and Johnson Valley is ideal for testing and family recreation which my 
children have grown up in as well.  Please allow us to continue using this 
area as we have for so many years. Thank you for your time and 
consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 2096 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment our family and friends love to vacation in the desert.We come down for a 

full week and four days on our other vacation often bringing our kids 
friends too.We love riding our motorcycles through all this open land and 
exploring at at each of our stops.Our trips are often 6 to 7 hours away from 
camp and our motorhomes.We always keep the desert clean pick up after 
ourselves and many times pick up other trash.My son says when he grows 
up and has a family he will bring them down there too.Please don't fence us 
in.So much land has been gobbled up or closed to save a certain weed or 
animal.While we still try to keep camping at our regular areas the rules and 
the loss of land is crushing our family trips. We are losing so much and 
yearn for wide open spaces.So please use what you have and leave our 
desert alone. Don't take any more we already are sharing. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 
 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2097 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I have been following the progress of the Marine expansion into Johnson 

Valley for some time and feel I need to comment. Given the Alternatives 
presented, I strongly support the "No Action" alternative. Given the fatal 
flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and the national 
economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the DEIS 
should be withdrawn.  My family and I have been visiting the dessert (not 
just Johnson Valley but many parts of the Mojave and Death Valley 
regions) for many years.  My means of travel is by Jeep.  A day trip from 
camp would involve traveling 50 or more miles one way, spending the day 
exploring the backcountry and returning to camp that night.  We usually 
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hike a few miles at the end of a trail to see what is out there. Here is my 
concern:  Many of the trails that I have driven have been closed.  Areas 
have been nearly cut off to exploration and camping.  Much of the dessert is 
difficult to travel: little or no water, extreme climates, and vast tracts of 
rugged land.  Travel by vehicle is a near necessity.  We have lost so much 
area that I can not stand to loose another. I consider myself to be a Steward 
of the land,  I leave where I go cleaner than when I found it,  I help my 
fellow travelers when in need, I pass on the idea of travel lightly and respect 
the land so that others may enjoy it as well. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2098 

 
Last Name Vaughn 

 
First Name Carol 

 
Comment I wish to object to the takeover of land in the Johnson Valley and adjacent 

OHV area.  This area is of vital importance to the economy of our area and 
also provides one of the only places to legally ride off-road.  Many utilize 
this area for family recreation. This area provides families with wholesome 
entertainment in our great outdoors.  These families also spend a significant 
amount of money at our local grocery stores, gas stations and sporting 
goods stores.  In addition, without such designated areas many local 
homeowners will have their property overrun by illegal off-roaders. I 
request the decision to take this property be rescinded and another solution 
be considered. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2099 

 
Last Name Carlson 

 
First Name Jon 

 
Comment For the last 20+ years I have been going to Giant Rock area and Johnson 

Valley riding ATVs and having Family outings in the area. It is one of the 
few places remaining that it is legal to ride and the thought of losing this 
area distresses me deeply. I am also concerned that if this area is taken from 
public use that there will be a significant increase of people riding in other 
areas that are not legal to ride on such as the nature conservancy and private 
property. Jon Carlson 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 2100 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment With a knowledge of MAGTF capabilities in recent and future aquisitions 

and as an offroad enthusiast, it is my strong belief that rather than removing 
additional OHV land from the public, which is far more rare than Military 
special use land and airspace, the USN and USMC need to do a better job 
with joint use of existing special use areas. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2101 

 
Last Name Post 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment I understand the need for training. It just seems excessive to take so much 

land in order to have "full scale" training grounds. The loss of great family 
recreation area (of which there is so little left) and the loss of revenue to the 
local businesses will hit hard putting many out of work. I feel this land 
needs to remain open to the public for its many current uses. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2102 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT CLOSE OR ALTER THE JOHNSON VALLEY OHV 

AREA. YOU WOULD BE DOING A HUGE DISSERVICE TO THE 
AREA AND SURROUNDINGS COMMUNITIES. As an off-highway 
vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative 
in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and 
Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task 
Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have 
been pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for 
decades. While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there 
simply must be a better way to provide for adequate training while not 
essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 
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Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2103 

 
Last Name glowniak 

 
First Name jeff 

 
Comment do not take away our riding areas. they are for the public use. i pay my taxes 

for these areas. do not steal from me! 
 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 2104 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists.  I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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Comment ID 2105 
 
Last Name Tedrow 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Please do not let this happen, My family and I have been going to this area 

since the late 80's not only to race but for family fun and recreation. This 
has been a big part of our lives not only for us but for countless other's that 
use that area. Since moving to utah in the early 90's we have watched our 
lands disapear, this simply can't happen, Please think of our youth or future 
generations. Thank you, John W. Tedrow 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response  Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2106 

 
Last Name Andersen 

 
First Name Alissa 

 
Comment Please see attached file. Thank you!! Please keep our desert open for public 

use!! 
 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2106 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2106: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, 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 2107 

 
Last Name PELLANDA 

 
First Name CINDY 

 
Comment This is in regards to 29Palms Training Land Acquistion. Our family have 

been using this land for 3 generations for recreational and educational. We 
have very few off road areas left for recreational and camping use. DO 
NOT TAKE THIS LAND AWAY FROM US! We also spend a fair amount 
of money for equipment we use for this purpose alone that does benefit 
Southern California bussiness struggling in the economy. Please consider 
this request. regards tax payer Cindy Pellanda 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2108 

 
Last Name Schwarz 

 
First Name Kurt 

 
Comment Please see the attached letter for our public comments.  Thank you for the 

opportunity to comment. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2108 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2108 (Page 1 of 2): 

 

NEPA-1:   

Thank you for your comment.  

NEPA-2:   

Comment noted. 

REC-1:   

Comment noted. 

REC-2:   

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 supplemental Recreation Study 
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-1

 

NEPA-2

 REC-1

 REC-2
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Comment ID: 2108 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2108 (Page 2 of 2): 

 

 REC-2
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Comment ID 2109 

 
Last Name MANGOLD 

 
First Name TIM 

 
Comment PLEASE DON'T CLOSE ANY AREA OS EL MIRAGE. IT IS THE LAST 

LEGAL RIDING PLACE WITH BATHROOMS AND RANGERS THAT 
I FEEL SAFE. I HOPE YOU ALLOW ME THE FREEDOM TO RIDE 
MY DIRT BIKE AND EXPLORE THE GREAT OUTDOORS. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2110 

 
Last Name O'Dor 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only the No-Action 

Alternative. Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the 
project and the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as 
proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. Please note that while in full 
support of our Marines and their need for training, the Marines already have 
596,000 acres for training at 29 Palms, the largest military training area in 
the nation and the largest US base in the world. Their need to expand even 
more is in serious question. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 2111 

 
Last Name Roach 

 
First Name Alan 

 
Comment I strongly support only the No-Action Alternative. Given the public 

objection to the project and the national economic crisis I believe the base 
expansion as proposed in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The Marines 
already have 596,000 acres for training at 29 Palms, the largest military 
training area in the nation and the largest US base in the world. Their need 
to expand even more is in serious question. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2112 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment   I believe the US Marine Corps should take whatever land they need to 

improve the capability to train troops. The better prepared the troops are, 
the more lives will be saved. Recreational and economic impact will be 
minimal to those who currently use this land. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2113 

 
Last Name foley 

 
First Name scott 
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Comment seeing how gongress is cutting defense spending this is the perfect project 
to scrap.We are left with very few areas to recreate any more.Its time to 
stop taking our lands away from us.No action is the correct choice for this 
land use. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2114 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I'm a HUGE fan of our military and especially of the brave men and women 

that make it the finest in the world. I would stand shoulder to shoulder with 
any of them if need be. However, please don't attempt to take more land 
away from those who choose to recreate off-road / off-highway as these 
areas are already too limited, and too few. I know for a fact that many 
military folks also enjoy using off-road products. At a time when it has 
become increasingly difficult to find adequate places to recreate, this is bad 
for all involved. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2115 

 
Last Name Rowland 

 
First Name Barbara 

 
Comment The Government/Marines have enough empty bases that I don't believe that 

they need to take over more land at 29 Palms/Johnson Valley€¦  This has 
political motives written all over it..Diane Feinstein wanting more land to 
trade for more Wildernesses “This is OUR PUBLIC LANDS” I keep seeing 
articles about Diane Feinstein trading land so her husband Richard C Blum 
can profit from it (Solar Business) along with that Mr. Blum is the board for 
the Wilderness Society. I could go on & on, but I think you get the jest of 
what I'm talking about, something smells real fishy about this whole 
acquisition. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2116 

 
Last Name Vaughn 

 
First Name Buck 

 
Comment Where are the people togo to off road. The government has Sucked up 

enough of the peoples land. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2117 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please, please, please stop taking away our land. Every year more and more 

land gets removed from recreation activities, using our own funds to 
support these types of procedings. More and more people enjoy motorized 
recreation activities on public land, and every year we keep getting 
squeezed into smaller and smaller quarters. Ask yourself how many rats can 
you squeeze into one cage before trouble breaks out, and you will get the 
same answer on public lands. So again, I beg you not to take another chunk 
of public land. Sincerely, Bill 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2118 

 
Last Name Vaughn 

 
First Name Buck 

 
Comment SUCK UP MORE LAND. WHERE ARE THE OFF ROADERS GO. 

WHAT ABOUT THE MERCHANTS WHO WELL LOSE INCOME 
 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2119 

 
Last Name Watson 

 
First Name Stephen 

 
Comment I am an outdoor motorsports enthusiast and have built a business catering to 

other outdoor motorsports enthusiasts. It is very important to me and my 
customer base that the Johnson Valley area remain open as it is now. There 
is no other place like it, literally in the world. There is no more ground 
being set aside for motorsports or even just vehicular exploration so 
keeping this open is very important for us. In the fourwheeling world, 
Johnson Valley is a mecca, a bucket list destination that ranks in importance 
with other places like the Rubicon and the Moab area. Even in this list 
Johnson Valley is unique in it's size and layout. When places like this are 
closed to public use, my business declines because there are fewer places 
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for people to use our equipment and less motivation to pursue the hobby I 
have built a business and lifestyle around. We have 11 employees here and 
numerous vendors that depend on this industry and depend on people using 
and even dreaming of using recreation areas. JV is the greatest of all. Even 
being from colorado, we make a couple of trips each year ourselves. 
Closing this area is going to affect a lot more people than will actually use 
it. We have east coast customers that dream of a trip to "the hammers" and 
will scrape, save, build and test a vehicle to prepare for what may be a once 
in a lifetime experience. Our sport and even our lifestyle are built on these 
dreams. With all due respect (and they are due a lot of respect), please send 
the Marines east. Thank you  Stephen Watson President Offroad Design 
Inc. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2120 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
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Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2121 

 
Last Name Henderson 

 
First Name Michael 
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Comment I urge you to go to the east where it will have little effect on the many races 
and offroad riding that has been know for show many years. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2122 

 
Last Name Brodersen 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2123 

 
Last Name Calderon 

 
First Name Roy 

 
Comment We off roaders are losing more and more land all the time. Hey Military, 

how much more land is needed. Give the people who visit the area and live 
in the area a break. What is next? Take over Apple Valley for more training 
land.I support our Military but now this is going way too far when more 
land is being grabbed up for training. What happened to the land now being 
used for training purpose? Is it all destroyed from usage and now needs to 
be replaced? come on. Back off 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 2124 
 
Last Name Nay 

 
First Name Donn 

 
Comment May 24, 2011 Via E-Mail and U.S. Mail Naval Facilities Engineering 

Command Southwest ATTN: 29 Palms EIS Project Manager 1220 Pacific 
Highway San Diego, CA 92132-5190 Environmental Impact Statement for 
Land Acquisition and Airspace Establishment for Proposed Expansion of 
Twenty-Nine Palms USMC Base Re: 

 
Date Comment Received 

 
Response 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.  
 
The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 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 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2125 

 
Last Name Nay 

 
First Name Donn 

 
Comment     No place in the DEIS is it mentioned where to mail comments.  This is a 

basic violation of NEPA, therefore there must be an extension of the 
comment period granted 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2126 

 
Last Name Nay 

 
First Name Donn 

 
Comment There is currently a severe water shortage on the 29 Palms Marine Base. 

Any expansion of the Base will put an additional burden on a slowly 
replenish-able water supply. The DEIS fails to explain where the water will 
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come from to support the base expansion and what affect this expansion 
will have on the Means aquifer. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2127 

 
Last Name Burton 

 
First Name Ashley 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2128 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment 29 Palms Marine Corps should as a good show of faith to the american 

people, include within the scope of this evolution pursue a request through 
the pentagon to congress. Requesting mitigatioon (acre for acre) of lands 
removed from public OHV accees by the 29 Palms expantion. Request 
congress to redesignate the restricted govt. land West of what will be left of 
the Johnson Valley open area to connect the Stoddard wells OHV area and 
what is left of the Johnson Valley OHV area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2129 

 
Last Name Fuller 

 
First Name Victoria 
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Comment Community ORV Watch www.orvwatch.com PO Box 1722 29 Palms, 
California 92277  Dear Sir/Madam: The purpose of this letter is to offer our 
comments on the 29 Palms Training Land Acquisition/Airspace 
Establishment Draft EIS. We are a non-profit community-based 
organization dedicated to defending our private and public lands from off-
road vehicle (ORV) abuse. Our members reside in the Morongo Basin 
including Johnson Valley and Wonder Valley. We suffer from widespread 
and consistent ORV trespass on our private property, public lands off-limits 
to ORVs, designated wilderness areas, roads, berms, and flood control 
infrastructure. ORVs are a source of extreme dust, noise and nuisance and 
are a major problem for law enforcement and code enforcement. We oppose 
any decision that will place our communities in harm's way regarding 
illegal ORV activity. We are EXTREMELY CONCERNED that the base 
expansion into the Johnson Valley ORV recreational area will lead to an 
increase in illegal ORV incursions into our neighborhoods. The loss of a 
significant portion of the Johnson Valley OHV area will result in adverse 
impacts including:  increased trespass and damage to private and public 
lands increased destruction of vegetation and wildlife habitat increased 
harassment, intimidation, and retaliation against private property owners 
who report illegal activity increased conflicts between riders and residents 
increased damage to roads, berms and other flood control infrastructure, and 
the increased costs of repair of these features for local taxpayers ?????? 
increased demand for emergency, law enforcement, code enforcement, and 
other public services and increased costs associated with these services 
increased dust, noise, and nuisance in our rural communities from displaced 
ORV activities Contrary to statements in the draft EIS that displaced ORV 
riders will use nearby designated open areas, many riders (as they have 
threatened at public meetings, in their scoping comments, and on their web 
sites) who are displaced from Johnson Valley will invade surrounding rural 
communities. Since local law enforcement and the BLM are currently 
incapable of sufficiently dealing with existing illegal ORV activity, we 
anticipate a dramatic increase in property destruction and conflicts with 
local residents. In addition, with ineffective fines and the lack of visible 
identification of ORVs, illegal activity continues with impunity.  Despite 
receiving numerous comments from residents from Wonder Valley, 
Landers, and other surrounding communities, the draft EIS does not 
sufficiently address the anticipated impacts of illegal ORV activity for these 
areas. Executive Order 11644 mandates that the federal government control 
ORV activity in order to protect r 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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 a supplemental Recreation Study 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 EIS. 

 
 
Comment ID 2130 

 
Last Name bernocco 

 
First Name eric 

 
Comment I am an off road enthusiast and I enjoy the area in question very much. I 

know that a happy resolution to this mess is unlikely but I would hope that 
consideration would be rendered to the thousands of people who use this 
area. It is true that more and more lands are being restricted from OHV use 
in the name of whatever is the flavor of the day. We have problems finding 
ways to keep young people off the streets and out of gangs and off roading 
has been a very positive way to do that. I hope there is a better opportunity 
for the military than these 160,000 Acres 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2131 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am 19 years old, the past 10 years I have spent land sailing at Soggy Dry 

Lake, and Jeeping and motorcycling over practically every trail in the 
Johnson Valley area many times a year.  In doing so my family has spent 
thousands of dollars a year both in the local communities, as well as part 
stores all across the western US.  I have read an extensive part of your EIS, 
and feel it vastly underestimates the amount of recreation that occurs in 
Johnson Valley. The environmental issues are also understated; the 
government thinks Jeep tires destroy the land, but a tank is far worse. When 
my family recreates and sees wildlife, we often stop and view it from a 
distance, but I have a hard time believing a flying bomb, or a soldier in a 
tank will not kill everything from flowers to tortoises. The Marines are 
seeking far more land than they need. Please only take the land above 
Emmerson Dry Lake to the Rock Pile up to the Power Lines, as seen in my 
attached map. If you still need additional land go East, and South, or even 
North. But keep the Hammers to the Rock Pile open year round as part of 
the Johnson Valley OHV area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/24/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2132 

 
Last Name Arnoult 

 
First Name Francis 

 
Comment Noooo! To the DEIS.  It's a no win for off roaders for sure. As an off-

highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no action" 
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alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition 
and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground 
Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a 
viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  However, 
none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, 
adequately address all issues including providing for recreation, particularly 
motorized recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2133 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment No. No. And NO! California has already lost too many acres of open land 

open to off-roading. Johnson Valley is one of the last places with open use 
where off- roaders aren't restricted to posted, generic trails that pose no 
challenge at all. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 2134 

 
Last Name Confidential 

 
First Name Confidential 

 
Comment I believe that the expansion of restricted airspace over MCAGCC 29 Palms 

CA, would greatly impact General Aviation around the area and 
subsequently many other air carriers. As things are now, I know that 
training can be  done sufficiently with the current amount of Airspace the 
R2501 provides, along with the Bristol and Sundance MOA's. If the 
expansion where to occur, I do not see how it would be effective just by 
making the expanded area a MOA, it would have to be a restricted airspace 
to carry out such operations that are planned. I think this would greatly 
impact air travel in the local area around Palm Springs and aircraft flying 
north through what is currently the CAX corridor. The R2501 is already in 
a high volume area for "civilian" aviation with very little military aviation 
actually taking place as compared to some other restricted airspace areas. 
My interest are keeping airspace open to GA and not see it along with the 
land be taken away when sufficient airspace and land already exist. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2135 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment At this time I am not submitting a comment, this effort is only intended to 

put myself on your mailing list in order to receive updates about this 
process. Thank You,  
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Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2136 

 
Last Name Christopher 

 
First Name Lawrence 

 
Comment If the Marine Corp. Base expands West: -the airstrip I am a partial owner of: 

7CA1 (Abraham's)will become unuseable.   -the value of our property will 
be greatly diminished.  -the loss of Off Road Vehicle acreage will be 
immense and uncalled for.  - the economy of the entire Johnson Valley, 
Landers and Lucerne Valley area will suffer greatly. Possible Solutions:  1. 
Change nothing, NO expansion.  2. Move restricted airspace 3 miles to the 
NE from 7CA1 airstrip.  3. Place a "key-hole" large enough for access to 
7CA1 airstrip. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2137 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment With regard to Option 6A, the EIS addresses some of the issues regarding 

the 30 day closures, but it does not go into much detail. For instance, what 
sort of access controls will be used for both the restricted area, and for the 
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limited use area during the closures? It seems like fencing/gates could be 
too restrictive during other times of the year. The current signage around 
the base perimeter is vastly inadequate (it reeks of entrapment, by 
misleading the public and then citing them when they venture onto the base 
without realizing it). I would hope that a real investment would be made to 
provide better signage and notification along the perimeter. Also, how long 
in advance will the 30 day closures be scheduled? We own property that is 
adjacent to this limited use area, and would like to be able to plan our visits 
more than just a month or two in advance. It seems that it would not be hard 
to have these scheduled and posted up to a year in advance. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2138 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Under proposed Option 6A, the southerly portion of the current OHV area 

would be accessible for roughly 10 months out of the year. What sort of 
guarantees are the Marines willing to put forward that the 10 months will 
slowly be whittled away one month at a time until 10 years from now, the 
entire area is full restricted? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 
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the NEPA process to assess potential impacts of some other course of 
action. 

 
 
Comment ID 2139 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The information provided in the draft environmental impact statement 

regarding de-designation of wilderness areas to the east and south is vastly 
insufficient. The options that involved this measure were seemingly tossed 
aside without much depth of thought. Yes, there are legislative hurdles that 
would need to be passed in order for this expansion to be a viable option. 
However, there are plenty of facts available to support the relative low 
quality of these wilderness areas. The only reason that the OHV area is a 
higher preference is the relative ease of grabbing the land from the public. 
The truth is, there would be far less impact to far fewer real people by 
following this path. I implore you to either take no action, or at least give 
eastward/southern expansion more consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2140 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Under proposed Option 6A, the southerly portion of the current OHV area 

would be accessible for roughly 10 months out of the year.  The draft EIS 
states that an estimated 70 percent of the current 337,000 visitor-days per 
year would still occur, despite the fact that the new accessible area would 
be just over 40 percent of its current size (this for only 10 months of the 
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year).  This still leaves nearly 236,000 visitor-days annually, in a much 
smaller area.  Due to the smaller area, access patterns will inevitably shift 
around the modified boundary.  Many of the alternative access roads to the 
southerly portion that would remain open for 10 months of each year are 
small dirt roads that travel through homesteaded properties where people 
live (unlike Boone Road, which currently serves as the main entry/exit 
point for people visiting the OHV area).  The draft EIS fails to address the 
impact of this shift in traffic patterns that would occur under option 6A.  
This would, without a doubt, damage the property values of the residents in 
these communities.  The California state constitution guarantees that "just 
compensation" be provided to a property owner when their property has 
been "taken or damaged" by a public agency.  How will these people be 
compensated for their loss of property value? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. Furthermore, 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2141 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment For 50 years, my family has owned property in the area north of Landers 

that is adjacent to both Twentynine Palms and the Johnson Valley OHV 
Area. Over the years since the OHV area was designated, off-road 
recreation has become one of the primary draws to the area not only for our 
family, but for hundreds of thousands of other people. Because of the 
proximity to the OHV area, the value of our land has become inextricably 
tied to the existence of the OHV area. It would, in fact, be worth much 
more to someone who participates in OHV recreation than to someone who 
does not. The California state constitution guarantees that "just 
compensation" be provided to a property owner when their property has 
been "taken or damaged" by a public agency. While our property would not 
be taken under the current proposals, it will most certainly be damaged by 
the limited access to recreational opportunities. The draft EIS fails to 
address this issue. Should one of the proposals for westward expansion be 
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accepted, what action are the Marines prepared to take to compensate us for 
our loss of property value? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. Furthermore, 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2142 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 
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during its decision process. 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. 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2143 

 
Last Name Sizelove 

 
First Name Jeff and Karin 

 
Comment To the 29Palms EIS Project Manager, The Twenty-Nine Palms Marine 

Base expansion to the Southwest of Landers into Johnson Valley is a 
serious concern to our family as we use this area more often than any other 
off road area for our recreational use. This is what we do as a family. It 
keeps us connected to one another. We also have family that live in Johnson 
Valley and this would seriously impact their home and the peace and quiet 
of their home and property. We have gone out and used this area now called 
Johnson Valley OHV for the last forty plus years and want to continue to 
enjoy using it and going out there.  We feel that the expansion of the 
Marine Base into Johnson Valley would seriously affect our enjoyment of 
this area along with the thousands of other OHV enthusiasts who use this 
area as well. Expanding the base would seriously impact the businesses that 
rely on the off roaders who also use this area. We have seen first-hand how 
the area has changed since the closure of other off road areas which has 
caused the off roaders to be crammed into smaller areas impacting how the 
desert is used. This could only cause more issues that would make the 
existing areas even more crowded which would make a relatively safe 
family sport, a dangerous one. Also, with the economic crisis that we here 
in California are experiencing, can we really afford to do this kind of 
project at all. The use of the area creates income for businesses from these 
off roaders who buy gas and groceries in the area before heading to the 
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Johnson Valley OHV Area. So in closing, PLEASE DO NOT EXPAND the 
Twenty-Nine Palms Marine Base into Johnson Valley as it would severely 
impact not only the Off-roaders who use this OHV area, but also the 
community who prospers from their usage and the people who live in 
Johnson Valley. Johnson Valley has a much larger population than is 
widely known. Hundreds of families would be impacted by this expansion.  
With Sincere Regards,  Jeff and Karin Sizelove  714-671-0980  
ksizelove@pacbell.net   912 S. Lantana Avenue  Brea, California 92821 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.2-21438 

Comment ID 2144 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the "no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action "...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need..." 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2145 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We are losing places to ride our ATV's in California lately & do not want to 

lose any more areas. The California economy needs all the help it can get & 
closing down OHV areas will only hinder the crisis. So please keep these 
places open. Steve 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2146 

 
Last Name Hughes 

 
First Name Brendan 

 
Comment Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the 29 Palms Marine Base 

Expansion Draft EIS. My name is Brendan Hughes and I live in Joshua 
Tree. I believe the plan to expand the Marine Base is unnecessary and could 
disrupt the social and environmental structure of this part of the Desert. All 
of the alternatives, with the exception of the No Action Alternative, will 
require a substantial amount of take and harm to the desert tortoise. The 
take of hundreds of tortoises is an unacceptable risk to the survival of the 
species. Additionally, this expansion is unnecessary for several reasons. 
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First, the Marines have fought several wars using the existing training 
capacity of the MCAGCC. Also, the conflicts in which the Marines are 
currently active are nothing like the Marine Expeditionary Battalion 
training that this expansion proposes to accommodate. The current conflicts 
in Iraq and Afghanistan consist of guerrilla warfare between small groups 
of forces. Expanding the MCAGCC by 200,000 acres will not prepare 
Marines for this type of fighting. The"train as we fight" motto of this 
expansion does not apply. Moreover, the disruption to the Johnson Valley 
OHV Area will send hordes of off-roaders to sensitive areas of the desert. 
Johnson Valley needs to stay open or public and private lands will be 
severely affected by these displaced recreationists. The impact of the 
Marine base would be felt far beyond its borders. I encourage BLM and the 
Marines to choose the No Action Alternative. If, however, this expansion 
does move forward, the managing agencies should choose Alternative 5. 
This option would allow for shared use of Johnson Valley OHV Area, and 
would have less impact on biological resources like the desert tortoise. The 
Marines could fulfill their erroneous"train as we fight" goal and off-roaders 
would be kept within the existing sacrifice area of Johnson Valley most of 
the time. The Marines should not stress the local community and should 
respect our right to enjoy our public lands. Thank you for your 
consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2147 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a sailor with 18 years of active duty and 10 years on Amphibious sea 

duty, I understand the need for quality training. I'm also an off-road 
enthusiast and understand the impact of frivolous decision making on our 
sport. Furthermore, I've seen the rotting remains of bases we, as a military, 
have left behind once we BRAC'd them and walked away. To my 
point/comment...make the resources we already have access to work for 
what we need or repurpose them properly before frivolously acquiring new 
land to use on occasion. The same people that will lose prime sporting land 
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are largely supporters of the military, and as we continue to look for public 
support/approval, this decision should not be taken lightly. My .02... 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2148 

 
Last Name Blumer 

 
First Name Kevin 

 
Comment Dear United States Marine Corps, Back in 2004 while working as a 

freelancer, I reported on the MDR Lucerne 400 desert race for Off-Road 
Magazine. I called the story"Desert Soldiers," drawing a parallel between 
the intrepid desert racers themselves and the men and women of the armed 
forces who protect our freedom in the deserts of Iraq and Afghanistan.  The 
request of the Marine Corps to withdraw land from the Johnson Valley 
OHV area leaves me in a quandary. I remain grateful for national defense. 
At the same time, the off-road community has lost millions of acres over the 
years either to urban development or to aggressive moves by anti-access 
groups.  In California, there are about 14 million acres set aside as 
Wilderness. Contrast this with just a few hundred thousand acres left for 
designated OHV areas. Johnson Valley is one of these. We don't have much 
land left, so the proposed expansion of the 29 Palms Marine Corps base 
amounts to a huge blow to the off-road community.  What alternatives 
would I personally support? Those would be the No Action Alternative, 
Alternative Three, Alternative Four, and Alternative Five. Obviously, the 
No Action alternative is the best one for the OHV community, and 
Alternative Three is almost as good because the 29 Palms Marine Base 
would then expand to the east and south. Alternatives Four and Five seem 
like a good way to let the Marines train in Johnson Valley for two months 
of the year while the OHV community is allowed access the other ten. What 
does Johnson Valley mean to me? I've visited there many, many times over 
the years for both recreational off-roading and for work as an off-road 
journalist. In the Johnson Valley OHV area, I've covered competition 
events, shot vehicle features, attended organized trail rides, and tested off-
road products. Access to Johnson Valley helps me make my living. As an 
off-road enthusiast and as a professional off-road journalist, I request that 
you avoid Alternative Six and instead choose from the No Action 
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Alternative, Alternative Three, Alternative Four, and Alternative Five. 
Sincerely, Kevin Blumer 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2149 

 
Last Name Meyner 

 
First Name Gus 
 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
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Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2150 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Dear Friends, You have done a good job of complying with NEPA. I 

commend you for the hard work, diligence, and perseverance that you have 
invested in this project. Marines need the best possible training that can be 
given to them. At the same time, you will have your hands full dealing with 
and answering all the substantive comments from the public. They have 
brought up many good points, and I hereby incorporate all substantive 
comments by reference. I encourage you to work closely with others, both 
internally and externally, in ways that emphasize communication, 
collaboration, kindness, courtesy, consideration, compassion, empathy, 
positive reinforcement, and conservation. I am also writing to formally 
request that you keep my name/address on your mailing list and that you 
send me hard copies (via snailmail) of the following items once published: 
1) Final EIS 2) Record of Decision Thanks Very Much, and Bravo Zulu! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
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Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with 
the proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2151 

 
Last Name Erickson 

 
First Name Jeff 

 
Comment Naval Facilities Engineering Command Southwest ATTN: 29 Palms EIS 

Project Manager 1220 Pacific Highway San Diego, CA 92132-5190 Dear 
Project Manager, I am writing in regard to the proposed expansion of the 
twenty-nine palms USMC base. After reviewing the six proposals along 
with the no option alternative I believe that the best option for the Marines 
to meet their training requirements is option three. I believe that option 
three is the best option because it represents the best long term training 
solution by keeping in place Johnson valley OHV area as a buffer zone 
between the Marine base and the growing population of the high desert. In 
reading all of the proposals set forth by the Marines I don’t feel that 
adequate consideration was given to the effect that long term population 
growth of the high desert will have on the training area at twenty nine 
palms. I feel that as the population increase and more people live closer to 
the boundaries of the base, the Marines are going to run into an increasing 
amount of negative public opinion due to noise. Especially considering that 
the base expansion is meant to accommodate maneuvers that at are going to 
be so large they cannot take place at any other Marine base in the United 
States. Thus, taking into account the potential continued expansion of the 
high desert community over the next 10-20 years, I feel that the logical 
choice is to expand the training area east away from the populated areas of 
the desert and leave in place Johnson valley as a buffer zone between the 
training area and the general population. Sincerely, Jeff Erickson 16751 
Marie ln. Huntington Beach CA. 92647 

 
Date Comment Received 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

making process.  This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will 
be evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process.  
Ultimately, 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 2152 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I HAVE BEEN TO THE JOHNSON VALLEY/MEANS DRY LAKE 

AREA ONE TIME, WHAT AN AMAZING PLACE. IN MY PERSONAL 
OPINION IT WOULD BE A CRIME TO CLOSE THIS AREA TO 
PUBLIC ACCESS.PEOPLE LIVE HERE OR COME TO THIS AREA 
JUST TO EXPERIENCE WHAT CAN ONLY BE FOUND HERE.IS IT 
RIGHT TO CONTINUE TO LOCK THE PUBLIC OUT OF LAND THAT 
IS RIGHTFULLY THIER OWN AS CITIZENS OF THE UNITED 
STATES? I BELIEVE THE ANSWER IS NO, AND ANOTHER OPTION 
IN THIS CASE IS AVAILABLE AND SHOULD BE CHOSEN.I PLAN 
TO RETURN TO THIS AREA SEVERAL MORE TIMES. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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).   
 
This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be evaluated by the 
Department of the Navy during its decision process. Ultimately, 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 2153 
 
Last Name carlin 

 
First Name kenneth 

 
Comment My dad is retired Military and I agree we need places for them to train and 

protect us. but I am also an off roader and have watched are land asset 
disappear as our fee go up. I don't want to see it unless they open up other 
areas closed like across from glames and other area's up in that location. 
Thank you Ken carlin 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2154 

 
Last Name Hoover 

 
First Name Laura 

 
Comment To Whom It May Concern, I am writing in regard to the 29 Palms Land 

Acquisition in Johnson Valley. I have been going to Johnson Valley for 
recreation for 35 years! I started going there when I was nine years old with 
a friend and her family and once I met my hustband, several years later, we 
both discovered that we had been travelling to Johnson Valley for several 
years simultaneously. With that said, I believe it is rather apparent that both 
my husband and I love the Johnson Valley area and have raised our two 
sons going out there as well. I learned to drive out there. I learned to ride a 
motorcycle out there. Our sons have learned to ride out there. And of 
recent, we have been to Johnson Valley and had the pleasure to take our 
Jeep on several of the "Hammers" trails. We hosted a run with our local 
Jeep club out to the petroglyphs, and plan on attending the High Desert 
Round-Up this Memorial weekend. If the Johnson Valley OHV area were 
to be taken over by the Marines, these activities that my family and friends 
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and myself enjoy, will no longer be available for our enjoyment. I am 
urging that you do not expand the 29 Palms base west. If you must expand, 
then please, do so to the east and use some of that "wilderness" land that no 
one ever gets to see or enjoy. Signed, Laura Hoover 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2155 

 
Last Name Stephens 

 
First Name Aaron 
 
Comment “Save The Hammers” is the battle cry from all of us who enjoy recreating in 

the Johnson Valley OHV Area. But more than just the "Hammers" is at 
stake. The whole of the Johnson Valley Recreation area will be lost by the 
29 Palms Military Base Expansion.  Recreation will be gutted. The 
remaining fringe areas left by the expansion will be narrow parcels between 
the pavement and the military boundary fence. This expansion plan will 
cause off road enthusiasts to go else where. But where? All of the adjacent 
land is "Wilderness" or private, State or National Park, Forrest or 
Monument. There is very little left out there due to the continuing zeal of 
the eco-minded legislatures who create"Wilderness" areas at a whim. Gone 
are the days when you could visit open desert areas to camp and explore 
without restrictions of your travel. More and more the people like me are 
squeezed. Access to "Public Land" is restricted. How many more Millions 
of acres of desert land do the military need? Look at a map and tell me, of 
the bases at Fort Irwin and 29 Palms, the Bombing ranges in Imperial 
County, How many more acres do they need? And this at a time when 
Military Fighting in the Mid East is on the decline. We look forward to 
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troop withdrawals in the next year. So why the base expansion??? Please, 
Please, Please!!! Do NOT Allow the expansion. It would be a criminal blow 
to People who enjoy the Johnson Valley area as it is and has always been. 
Sincerely, Aaron Stephens 65940 Buena Vista Ave. Desert Hot Springs, CA 
92240 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2156 

 
Last Name miller 

 
First Name karl 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
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adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the 
DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of 
alternatives that include options that allow for the continued responsible use 
of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic 
impact that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2157 

 
Last Name Hawkins 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment Dear Sir: The DEIS states: Potential impacts from six action alternatives 

and the No-Action Alternative have been analyzed. Potential impacts have 
been analyzed for land use, recreation, socioeconomics and environmental 
justice, public health and safety, visual resources, transportation and 
circulation, airspace management, air quality, noise, biological resources, 
cultural resources, geological resources, and water resources. Cumulative 
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effects of the proposed action in conjunction with other past, present, or 
reasonably foreseeable future actions are also analyzed. 3.11 Cultural 
Resources. The DEIS states that cultural resources would be managed in 
accordance with the provisions of federal laws and regulations as well as 
Marine Corps policy. The Programmatic Agreement (PA) Between the 
United States Marine Corps and the California State Historic Preservation 
Officer Regarding Operation, Maintenance, Training and Construction at 
the United States Marine Air Ground Task Force Training Command, 
Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center, Twentynine Palms, California, 
would be amended to include any lands acquired as a consequence of the 
proposed action alternative. The Table on Page 29 states under Alternative 
1, Cultural Resources: DLess than Significant Impacts (LSI): • Direct and 
indirect impacts may result from weapons fire, MEB operations, group and 
individual traffic, battalion movements, aviation Weapons Danger Zone, 
and construction.  Special Conservation Measures and other measures 
would be implemented to avoid or reduce impacts to resources. No Impacts 
(NI):  No impact anticipated from airspace establishment. Similar 
judgements are made in this Table and elsewhere for the other Alternatives. 
However, the DEIS only analyzes all these things within the areas being 
studied for acquisition, where there are few if any residents.  It is therefore 
a contradiction to imply that residents and Cultural Resources outside the 
EIS area will not be impacted, when the public scoping issues (4.3.1.3) 
include: • Decrease of revenue and employment and associated tax revenue 
from tourism recreational and film industries • Devaluation of surrounding 
private property. • Increased costs to federal, state and local jurisdictions for 
increased law enforcement. All would occur outside the acquisition study 
boundaries. Therefore this contradiction must be corrected, and these and 
other communities which are neighbors to the Base must be included in all 
analyses, and in particular under Cultural Resources. It must also be stated 
that the DEIS did not do this. The communities of Johnson Valley, Landers, 
Flamingo Heights, Yucca Mesa and Wonder Valley border the existing base 
and the planned expansion areas. They were founded under the Small 
Homestead Act of 1939 (also known as the Jackrabbit Homestead Act), an 
Act of Congress in which the Federal Government, in order to spur growth 
and utilization of our desert lands, provided individuals with 5-acre parcels 
of land under the condition that they would build a residence on the 
property within two years of award. The idea was to stimulate recreational 
use and settlement of the vast desert lands. The National Historic 
Preservation Act, Section 106 establishes historic eligibility under various 
criteria including: Association with Historic Events. Because of the history 
of these homestead communities linking their founding to the Small 
Homestead Act, they have historic eligibility status since they were created 
under that historic Act (as is the case with the original Homestead Act of 
1862), and should be included in the DEIS for study as cultural resources. 
Johnson Valley, Landers, Flamingo Heights and Wonder Valley and their 
airspace are already significantly impacted by noise, vibration, air pollution 
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and/or light pollution. The proposed expansion of training exercises and 
Combat Center area will cause very significant impacts to a population too 
old, and with too low an income to even consider moving away to live in 
other locations where it may be less stressful in some ways, but the cost of 
living is much higher. -The noise modeling discussed on Page 540 and 
elsewhere is completely misleading because averages are used rather than 
noise levels from separate events such as explosions or helicopters. This is a 
complete misrepresentation and highly deceptive to readers who do not live 
near this Base, or any other with live fire training, and have not experienced 
this for themselves. Noise and vibration extend well beyond the study area, 
and the DEIS must be corrected everywhere it implies it does not.  -These 
homestead communities have co-existed with the Base for decades as the 
DEIS correctly states. However, modern weaponry is not the same as was 
used even 20 years ago. Whichever Alternative is chosen, the training 
exercises are planned to increase both in intensity and duration. The DEIS 
must be changed to delete this argument, or the escalation of noise and 
vibration must be recognized and reported as having a significant impact on 
the surrounding homestead communities, which must be considered as 
Cultural Resources.  -Very few people consider it desirable to move to a 
home that will be shaken by noise and shock waves at any hour of the day 
or night, or overflown by helicopters at any hour of the day or night, 
particularly when the want to move to a rural community with expectations 
of enjoying more peace and quiet than can be found in urban areas. Since 
the first announcement of the proposed base expansion, realtors have been 
required to disclose it, and sales are lost, which is a financial impact on the 
historic communities and brings into question their very survival. The 
attractions of elbow room and history are negated by the realities of living 
with startling noise, and fear of damage. “Folks with the blood of 
pioneers—or of poets—running strong in their veins, will regard the task as 
a grand adventure. I know Los Angeles people who spent most of their 
weekends for months building a stone cabin on their claim. And what fun 
they had doing it! Two days every week they drove out and mixed mortar 
and hauled rocks, and stone by stone the little cabin took form. It isn’t a 
perfect construction job—but it is theirs. They planned it themselves and 
built it with their own hands—and in terms of spiritual values it is worth 
more than a mansion in a ritzy subdivision.” –Desert Magazine 1944 The 
following is a link to the story of a homesteading family in Johnson Valley, 
who still own the place and are historians themselves. The photo attached is 
taken looking northeast toward the existing Base, courtesy Stan Coutant. 
http://www.coutant.org/mminternet/saga/index.html The DEIS must be 
changed to address the impacts on these communities as historic cultural 
resources, with unique attractions for historic studies and recreation. The 
findings of less than significant impacts and no impacts under all 
Alternatives must be reworded to state there will be significant impacts to 
these communities, and that the DEIS overlooked this issue. 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21452 

Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 
to the 1938 Small-Tract Homestead Act. 

 
 
Comment ID 2158 

 
Last Name Hawkins 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on 29Palms Base expansion The 

Environmental Protection Agency’s Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) is 
attached. It totals toxic releases during the years 2007-2009, the latest report 
available. A “TRI release” is defined as the amount of on-site toxic 
chemical releases to air, water, underground injection, landfills and other 
land disposal, and the amount transferred off-site for disposal. The top ten 
facilities with the most chemical releases in California included Marine 
Camp Pendleton at #10. PBT Chemical releases are releases of Persistent, 
Bioaccumulative and Toxic Chemicals.  Merriam-Webster defines 
“persistent” as “existing for along or longer than usual time or 
continuously.” DIt defines “bioaccumulation” as “the accumulation of a 
substance (such as a pesticide) in a living organism.”  It defines “toxic” as 
“poisonous.” In other words, it means poisons that last a long time, and 
collect in the bodies of plants and animals and the animals that eat them. Of 
the top 10 California release sites, numbers 6-10 were military, one Army 
and four Marine, all in Southern California. The Marine Corps Air Ground 
Combat Center 29Palms is #7, with a little under half the PBT chemical 
releases that were measured at Camp Pendleton. Though the trend shown in 
the Inventory is generally downward for the state, if live fire combat 
training increases in intensity and duration on the scale the DEIS describes, 
MCAGCC will obviously rise on the list. Starting on Page 293, the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement describes in detail the procedures used to 
comply with recording and reporting releases of TRI Chemicals. It 
addresses the Marines’ methods for dealing with hazardous material spill 
abatement and cleanups, and contaminated soils. “Munitions Constituents" 
(MC) from unexploded ordnance and other munitions, and their breakdown 
elements, are described and mapped for current and historical ranges. 
Potential migration into humans and animals is addressed with somewhat 
limited studies. Perchlorate is described as an indicator munitions 
constituent as it is an good example of PBT (see definitions above). 
Perchlorate recently came to public notice again as a constituent of the 
drinking water in Barstow, CA. Databases on hazardous wastes from many 
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sources and contaminated sites are described as not revealing any relevant 
sites. Formerly used defense sites are discussed. All are declared not 
relevant. On Page 293, one paragraph describes a total of 50 accidental 
releases, in 2002, of toxic substances and what was done about them. 
Deliberate releases and munitions constituents are not itemized. The 
discussion of toxic wastes ends on Page 301 of the DEIS. Nowhere is the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s Toxic Release Inventory mentioned, 
with its specific amounts, and the relative standing of military sites in 
general and MCAGCC in particular. Therefore the DEIS must be amended 
to show not only the methodology for reporting toxic contaminants but also 
the kinds and quantities. It must also clearly state estimates for any 
increases in toxic releases for each Alternative course of action. It must also 
state this information was missing in the draft document. On Page 295 is a 
map of munitions constituents loading areas on the existing Base. Maps 
must be added to the DEIS to show where planned MC loading areas would 
be in each Alternative course of action. On Page 796 it is stated that use of 
munitions under Alternative One would be similar to existing use, and 
therefore potential impacts from the use of munitions would be minimal. 
Since ordnance use is planned to be more intensive and of longer duration, 
the DEIS must be corrected to reflect that fact and state the draft document 
was in error. This must also be done for all the other Alternatives. Thank 
you Mike Hawkins 57873 Ivanhoe Drive Yucca Valley California 92284  
Mphcdh2@wmconnect.com  

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2159 

 
Last Name Hawkins 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on 29Palms Base expansion 

Dear Sir: The communities of Landers and Johnson Valley are in Postal Zip 
Code 92285.  Landers borders the existing Marine Air Ground Combat 
Center 29Palms; Johnson Valley is directly southwest of it, and due south of 
the proposed westward expansion area. Environmental Justice provisions 
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are addressed in the DEIS because Federal Projects are not supposed to have 
disproportionate impacts against any ethnic, demographic or socio-
economic group. IN POSTAL CODE 92285, CENSUS 2010 HAS 
STATED: • The population is 2,181. • The median age of the population is 
49.5.   24.7% are 65 years and over. This is almost twice the percentage of 
people 65 and older in the US population (12.4%). These are very much 
senior citizen communities. • Many residents are retired and on fixed 
incomes.  39% of our population 16 and over is in the labor force, as 
compared to 69% in the US. • Families below poverty level: 20.8%  In the 
US: 12.4% • Individuals below poverty level: 24.9%  In the US: 12.4% • 
Disability status (population 5 years and over): 34.8%  In the US: 19.3% 
And for good measure:  • Civilian veterans (civilian population 18 years and 
over): 25.1%  In the US 12.7%  (and we know many are proud Marines) 
http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/SAFFFacts?_event=Search&geo_id=&_
geoContext=&_street=&_county=92285&_cityTown=92285&_state=&_zip
=92285&_lang=en&_sse=on&pctxt=fph&pgsl=010&show_2003_tab=&red
ir ect=Y The factors listed above indicate the project does raise issues of 
Environmental Justice for the residents of Landers and Johnson Valley.  The 
DEIS states that EO 12898 criteria for Environmental Justice say there must 
be one or more such affected populations within the DEIS area (Page 533). 
However, very few live WITHIN the EIS area, and it is therefore a 
contradiction to imply that residents outside the EIS area will not be 
impacted. The scoping issues (Item 4.3.1.3) listed on the same page include: 
• Decrease of revenue and employment and associated tax revenue from 
tourism recreational and film industries • Devaluation of surrounding 
private property. • Increased costs to federal, state and local jurisdictions for 
increased law enforcement. The contradiction is the DEIS states that the 
primary economic impacts would be from displacement of certain activities 
within the DEIS area causing financial and other hardships to surrounding 
areas. Therefore the DEIS must be revised to state the criteria for judging 
Environmental Justice are too narrow, and must state that these criteria also 
apply to populations outside the DEIS area. Anything less would be easily 
misunderstood by a less-than-careful reader. Landers and Johnson Valley 
are within the impact area of the DEIS because of activities that are 
associated with current activities emanating from the Marine Base, and 
proposed activities due to the expansion, are above, around and adjacent to 
Landers and Johnson Valley. To assert otherwise is disingenuous and 
misleading. The statement on Page 537 that increase of jobs on the Base 
would offset jobs lost in the area is self-serving and must be modified, as it 
does not address the fact that our employed and employable population are 
outside the 30-minute commute time discussed. Their ability to handle the 
costs of a longer must be included in the DEIS. The 30-minute commute 
time is impossible to determine, given traffic and road conditions vary 
widely throughout the area. The Marines’ establishment of the 30-minute 
commute time is arbitrary. Landers and Johnson Valley and their airspace 
are already significantly impacted by noise, vibration, air pollution and/or 
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light pollution. The proposed expansion of training exercises and Combat 
Center area will cause very significant impacts to a population too old, and 
with too low an income to even consider moving away to live in other 
locations where it may be less stressful in some ways, but the cost of living 
is much higher. The noise modeling discussed on Page 540 and elsewhere is 
completely misleading. Noise and vibration extend well beyond the study 
area, and the DEIS must be corrected everywhere it implies it does not.  The 
fact that Landers and other communities have co-existed with the Base for 
decades is not germane to the discussion. Modern weaponry is not the same 
as was used even 20 years ago. Whichever Alternative is chosen, the 
training exercises are planned to increase both in intensity and duration. The 
DEIS must be changed to delete this argument, or the escalation of noise 
and vibration must be recognized and reported as having a significant 
impact.  In my personal judgement, most of the residents near the Base and 
expansion areas are patriots, who support the Marines’ dedication to 
excellent training of the forces who are willing to be sent out to fight where 
we no longer can or maybe never could. But the nature of Environmental 
Justice is a direct outgrowth of the life, liberty and pursuit of happiness that 
they fight to uphold. The DEIS must take a second look at the Base 
neighbors and their dilemma. The DEIS judgement is based on estimates 
and assumptions, therefore I may be allowed to assume that other 
neighboring communities will be impacted the same as Landers and 
Johnson Valley. Therefore, the DEIS conclusion under Item 4.3.2.5 and 
others must be changed and it must be stated for every Alternative action in 
the document: Certain socio-economic groups, including, but not limited to, 
seniors, retirees on fixed incomes, families and individuals below the 
poverty level, the disabled, and veterans residing in neighboring 
communities in percentages far greater than in the nation at large, will bear 
a disproportionate burden if the planned training and area expansions are 
put into place.  THROUGHOUT THE DOCUMENT, The EO 12898 
criteria for Environmental Justice must be added to and expanded to include 
populations outside the DEIS area, and that citing EO 12898 alone caused a 
potentially misleading contradiction in the draft document. It also must 
state, for each Alternative, that significant impacts will occur with respect to 
Environmental Justice. The DEIS must state what steps have been taken in 
previous actions at other Bases to insure equity and fairness in regards to 
Environmental Justice. The repeated assertion in this DEIS that mitigation is 
not possible means nothing can be done to insure equity and fairness, and 
the DEIS must state that fact prominently, and state the draft document had 
omitted it. Thank you  Mike Hawkins 57873 Ivanhoe Drive Yucca Valley 
California 92284 Mphcdh2@wmconnect.com 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2160 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As a land owner in the area, I have ridden in the OHV area for 35yrs and 

have complyed with all rules, kepted up and cleaned up[ the land like it was 
my own.  We have to sound control (96db.s)/spark arresters. My kids have 
grown up riding the OHV area and now my grandkids. I know riding and 
camping in the OHV has kept us close. Making the OHV area smaller is 
cause for more accidents plus land damage. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 
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Comment ID 2161 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment All I can say is it would be fair to have land for land. My children and now 

my grandchildren are enjoying this OHV area, and I would like to see more 
gererations to come enjoy what we have for the past 35 yrs. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2162 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The Johnson Valley OHV area is a place where I grew up and now bring 

my own children to ride and enjoy family time. It's the only place I can 
interact with my parents, for they do not do any other activities that bring us 
together as a family. If this land is taken from us to enjoy family time, I 
foresee a distance coming between our family time. I grew up enjoying the 
time in Johnson Valley riding and camping and I want the same for my own 
children. It's something that they will remember and hopefully be able to do 
with their children someday. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2163 

 
Last Name Bates 

 
First Name Jerry 

 
Comment While I dont have a particular argument over training viabliliy I do feel the 

expansion should go east  instead of west. Just because the land 
classification  is wilderness to the east does not mean that  one classification 
is more important than another.   The intended usage area affects all facets 
of humanity while and eastward expansion would not. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2164 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not take away our off road ability in the Johnson Valley. My 

family and friends go there at least 10 times per year as it is one of the only 
places large enough for my off road car. In addition the area has some of 
the best trails in all of california. Please the military can use other places, 
Camp Pendelton or someplace that is not used regularly by the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
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Response   Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2165 

 
Last Name Freymond 

 
First Name Ric 

 
Comment Please leave us our recreation. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response       Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2166 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Do not do lis,it is a robbery of public recreational land and it will drive 

down the land value and the economy of the Lucerne Valley ,we do not be 
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disturubed by the unwanted noise we are already hear from it. do not go 
west go east! all of the concerns boxes should be cheeked! This plan is an 
out rage to the Lucerne Valley.Expand East not west! damn you for even 
considering this plan. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2167 

 
Last Name Duncan 

 
First Name Tom 

 
Comment I'm concerned that comments submitted about the 29 Palms Marine Base 

expansion, by myself and others, have not been received because of an error 
in the address on documentation,that has been released by you. I urge you 
to allow a extension beyond the May 26, 2011 deadline . Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2168 

 
Last Name Lenhart 

 
First Name Daniel 
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Comment While I fully support our Armed Forces and agree that our military can only 

perform as well as they train, I can only support the military encroachment 
on public lands if there is a fair trade for civilian use. I live near Camp 
Pendleton and rarely see any activity near the northen end of the base. Most 
other military installations, I'm sure, are similar. Personally, my family and 
I are avid OHV riders. My three teenage sons (the third generation of 
Johnson Valley riders from my family), my wife and myself are regular 
users of Johnson Valley. It is one of our favorite places to ride. I'm also a 
patriot and American proud of our military and agree that Johnson Valley is 
a viable location for large scale training ops. However, with large amounts 
of public lands being designated for special use, they are quickly changing 
from "public" use to "a few special groups" use. Practically any OHV use 
area is open to almost any use, licensed on-road vehicle use, horseback 
riding, hiking, bicycling, shooting, camping, etc. The problem is, not many 
OHV approved areas are left. "Public use" of lands is only useable by the 
public if your activities fit the designated use of the area. OHV land users 
need more areas opened for OHV use if existing OHV areas are going to be 
shut down. I think most OHV area users would agree with me. As the 
existing areas continue to shrink, the remaining areas continue to grow 
more overcrowded, making them a much more dangerous place to ride. 
Offer a fair trade and most of your opposition will support your efforts. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2169 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment I am a Johnson Valley land and home owner.  I want it to be known that I 

consider the expansion of the Twentynine Palms Marine Corp Air Station 
completely unnecessary.  Please do not expand for the simple reason that 
the air station acreage is, without a doubt, ample.  For the sake of what is 
right with this country, please do not infringe on my taxpaying right to have 
an area of land for me and my family to continue to go outside of the big 
city for rest, recreation and relaxation.  The family that plays together, stays 
together.  Sincerely, Richard Greer  Johnson Valley 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2170 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
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training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2171 

 
Last Name Shteir 

 
First Name Seth 

 
Comment Dear Sir or Madam: The National Parks Conservation Association (NPCA) 

is a nonprofit dedicated to"Protecting and enhancing America's national 
parks for present and future generations." On behalf of our 342,000 
members nationwide, NPCA would like to thank you for the opportunity to 
comment on the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Twenty-nine 
Palms Air Ground Combat Center Base expansion. Our members care 
deeply for America's shared natural and cultural heritage that is preserved 
by units of the National Park System. NPCA recognizes both the need for 
military preparedness and the importance of maintaining existing legal 
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routes and areas for off-road vehicle recreation. Therefore, it is not our 
intent in this letter to advocate for or oppose any of the proposed 
alternatives, but rather to raise awareness of how a significant reduction of 
designated off road vehicle acreage may affect Joshua Tree National Park, 
the Mojave National Preserve and other sensitive lands, including 
designated wilderness, national monuments and Areas of Critical 
Environmental Concern (ACEC). The preferred alternative, alternative six, 
would allow the Marine Expeditionary Brigade to train, but would 
accommodate continued public access to 40,000 acres of what is now the 
Johnson Valley Off Road Vehicle Recreation Area during the ten months of 
the year the Marines would not use the area for exercises. This alternative, 
while ensuring our troops are combat ready, significantly reduces the total 
acreage of Johnson Valley Off Road Vehicle Recreation Area available for 
off-road vehicle use. A lack of law enforcement rangers, signs and 
monitoring of wilderness and designated routes could result in increased 
illegal incursions into ecologically sensitive Bureau of Land Management 
areas, Joshua Tree National Park and the Mojave National Preserve, and 
areas being conserved to protect sensitive animals, plants, and cultural 
resources. The need for signs, law enforcement rangers and monitoring 
programs becomes more critical under this scenario. Currently, the 
California Desert Bureau of Land Management has one full time law 
enforcement ranger for every 1.2 million acres. NPCA asks that these 
cumulative impacts to federally protected lands be considered in this 
analysis. NPCA requests that, if appropriate, mitigation funds for a potential 
base expansion be invested in programs to sign and monitor designated off 
road vehicle routes, to protect wilderness, national park boundaries, and 
sensitive conservation lands, and to provide support for Bureau of Land 
Management and National Park Service law enforcement rangers. We must 
be thoughtful about not over-burdening those responsible for providing 
safety and who protect our shared natural and cultural resources inside and 
surrounding our national parks and other protected lands and species. 
Sincerely, Seth Shteir, National Parks Conservation Association 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 2172 
 
Last Name Duncan 

 
First Name Tom 

 
Comment My Father, Capt. Louis E. Duncan, USMC,ret., Homesteaded our property 

50 years ago. I understand the Johnson Valley area was the last land that 
was homesteaded by the U.S. Department of Interior, thus it's value as a 
historicaly sensitive area. I don't believe the DEIS study addressed this 
issue. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 
to the 1938 Small-Tract Homestead Act. 

 
 
Comment ID 2173 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Where are the OHV's expected to 'play'. More and more of their space is 

being taken away from them. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2174 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment We here in Lucerne Valley,Ca are in an aria of lots of space for each other 
.We enjoy the freedom of peace and  quiet  except when the Marine Corps 
are doing their war exercises If the expansion goes through it will negitively 
affect our lives by bring guns and other weapons to close to our children 
and families If your plans go to the west, it will interfer with our 
recreational and fun areas That we enjoy right now .Also our land values 
will go down,our small community will find our community to stay alive . 
You would be taking away our right to the persuit of happiness. Go east not 
west! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.  
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2175 

 
Last Name Duncan 

 
First Name Tom 

 
Comment As an owner of more than one property in Johnson Valley,I worry about the 

air quality for myself and family when they visit. The wind can be extreme 
in the area, and with large military vehicles, the dust and wind combination 
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will create air quality issues for those of us living or staying there. The 
DEIS study did not address this important health issue. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2176 

 
Last Name murdica 

 
First Name william 

 
Comment please don't take johnson valley. the hammer trails are the best rock 

crawling trails close to us . we camp and jeep out there at lease 10 times a 
year because it is close to us . take the land that is not being used east of 
amboy rd. there is plenty of empty land to train in out there.thanks william 
murdica 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2177 

 
Last Name McNulty 

 
First Name Kevin 
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Comment Johnson Valley and the OHV areas are enjoyed by thousands of tourists, 
off- road enthusiasts, and families every year. Closure of this land would be 
a travesty to those who love, respect, and enjoy our beautiful high deserts. 
The recreational lands in and around Johnson Valley also bring in an 
irreplaceable revenue to the communities - The loss of this revenue would 
make hardships even worse, especially in these tough economic times. We 
are certain that the lands surrounding 29 Palms Marine Base can be enjoyed 
by all while still maintaining the exceptional training the base provides the 
Marines we are all so proud of. Both the Marine Base and the open 
recreational lands have enjoyed a peaceful and safe existence for as long as 
the base has been in 29 Palms€“ We can see no reason would this should 
change if the land is left open for recreation. Please, for the sake of 
thousands, reconsider the closures and work with the communities and 
groups to finding an alternative solution to the closures. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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.   

 
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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2178 

 
Last Name Tzvetanov 

 
First Name Ivan 
 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
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not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2179 

 
Last Name weir 

 
First Name joshua 

 
Comment let us ride, do not close this great riding area where familys spend time. 
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Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2180 

 
Last Name Gartner 

 
First Name Al 

 
Comment The closing of the majority of the Johnson Valley Off road area will likely 

result in increased trespass and damage to both public and private lands 
with its resulting destruction of wildlife habitat. Those of us who live in 
rural areas will be subjected to increased noise, and disruption in our 
everyday lives as off roaders seek adjacent areas to recreate in.  This will 
result in more confrontations between riders and residents. These issues will 
have to be addressed should the proposed expansion take place. Funding for 
local law and code enforcement and emergency services should be provided 
as well as the equipment necessary to perform these duties. Permanent well 
placed information kiosks with easy to read maps and statements of the law 
should be included throughout the surrounding areas. Information dispensed 
should include radio, television and print media with an emphasis on 
schools and OHV riders groups. An especially strong effort in this area 
should be made during long holiday weekends. There should be at least 
yearly reviews of the effectiveness of these mitigation measures held with 
stakeholders in the effected areas and adjustments made as warranted. 
Being close to the proposed new Poleline Road boundary in the expansion 
south into the Wonder Valley will also poise a problem with increased 
aircraft and vehicular noise during maneuvers for residents of this 
area. Air quality is also a major concern. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 (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.  
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Additional information regarding the potential for illegal OHV use has been 
added to Section 4.2.  

 
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.  
 
Please see Section 4.8 of the EIS for information on expected impact on Air 
Quality.  
 
Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process.  This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will 
be evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2181 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Johnson valley is a place of recreation and enjoyment for many in the world 

of Offroad. Family frequent johnson valley year around to make 
memmories and have a good time. By taking this land you will be hurting 
many people and taking memories from many generations to come. Please 
don't take Johnson valley for the sake of the entire Offroad community. 
Thank you, Travis M. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 2182 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment ARE YOU KIDDING ME ? OUT OF THAT WHOLE DESERT YOU 

HAVE TO TAKE AWAY MORE PUBLIC LAND?WAKE UP CALIF. 
PEOPLE, WHATS NEXT? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2183 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 
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Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2184 

 
Last Name wreesman 

 
First Name jacob 

 
Comment I have spent much time in this beautiful place and to close it down to the 

public so that the government can only have access would be a tragedy. 
There are thousands of families that spend quality time in Johnson valley 
along with hundreds of business that that use this area for testing, filming, 
racing, and saftey demonstrations. The closure of this area will have a 
massive negative financial impact on the local community and businesses 
accross the country. A possible ghost town effect also. I am begging you to 
leave this land open to the public! Thank you for your time. -Jake 
Wreesman 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 
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direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 2185 

 
Last Name wreesman 

 
First Name jacob 

 
Comment Don't close this amazing plot of land to the public! We need it more than 

the government! 
 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2186 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I oppose the land aquisition. Restricting public access to so much land in 

southern California is not fair to those who use it on a regular basis. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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.2-21475 

Comment ID 2187 
 
Last Name Ransom 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment the offroad community has to small an area set aside now. taking away a 

large portion of the Johnson Valley recreation area will squeeze way to 
many offroaders into to small an area for safe use, the area will soon 
become over used. When the marines are fighting a war there are civilians 
in the area. so they should share this area with the civilians that are there 
and learn to not harm civilians when at war.. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2188 

 
Last Name latham 

 
First Name connie 

 
Comment reveiwing land acquis. documents, request to be added to mailing list. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Your information has been added to the 

mailing list per your request. 
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Comment ID 2189 

 
Last Name MUNSON 

 
First Name BETTY 

 
Comment COMMENT ATTACHED 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2189 (Page 1 of 10) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2189 (Page 1 of 10): 

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. 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.   
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Comment ID: 2189 (Page 2 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2189 (Page 2 of 10): 
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Comment ID: 2189 (Page 3 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2189 (Page 3 of 10): 
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N.2-21480 

Comment ID: 2189 (Page 4 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2189 (Page 4 of 10): 
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N.2-21481 

Comment ID: 2189 (Page 5 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2189 (Page 5 of 10): 
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N.2-21482 

Comment ID: 2189 (Page 6 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2189 (Page 6 of 10): 
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N.2-21483 

Comment ID: 2189 (Page 7 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2189 (Page 7 of 10): 
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N.2-21484 

Comment ID: 2189 (Page 8 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2189 (Page 8 of 10): 
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N.2-21485 

Comment ID: 2189 (Page 9 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2189 (Page 9 of 10): 
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N.2-21486 

Comment ID: 2189 (Page 10 of 10) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2189 (Page 10 of 10): 
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Comment ID 2190 
 
Last Name augino 

 
First Name daniel 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. Daniel J Augino 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2191 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment OF ALL THE LAND THAT COULD BE TAKEN ON THE EAST SIDE 

OF THE BASE, THAT NO ONE WANTS. THEIR IS NO REASON TO 
TAKE SOME THING THAT MEANS SO MUCH TO SO MANY 
PEOPLE. IT IS A GREAT, & SAFE PLACE FOR FAMILYS TO SPEND 
AND A GREAT PLACE TO ENJOY RIDING. TAKEING THIS LAND 
WOULD REALLY HURT EVERYONES ENJOYMENT OF THE 
DESERT. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.2-21489 

Comment ID 2192 
 
Last Name Eisele 

 
First Name Sarah 

 
Comment I just wanted to let you guys know that you guys aren't making a good 

decision wanting to take over Johnson Valley for your use. This is a public 
area, one of the most amazing, and largest areas we have in the United 
States. I have been going here with my family my whole life, for fun on 
weekends, to spend the holidays, and also to watch the off-road races. I 
know A LOT of other families are the same way. This is one of my most 
treasured and favorite places to go and I know I'm not the only one who 
feels this way. It's a very loved area of a lot of people. The Marines have 
other options available, so why don't you leave our land alone? We hardly 
have any land left to ride on as it is! Plus, Johnson Valley brings in a lot of 
out-of-town people that bring money to the town of Lucerne. Without that, 
Lucerne is going to turn into a ghost town. You can head EAST and take up 
that land that nobody cares for anyways. I know some of it is "protected' 
wilderness areas.. but are the Marines really that afraid of those 
environmentalists that they have to come after us? I do support the Marines 
and what they do, but not this. This is designated public land, and taking 
this from us is unfair and pretty shitty on the Marines part. We will be left 
without a place to ride, which will only cause more illegal off-roading. 
Please do not take our beloved Johnson Valley, without it, mine and 
thousands of other peoples lives are going to change, and that's not for the 
better.    Sincerely, Sarah Eisele 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-
making process. This information becomes part of the Final EIS and will be 
evaluated by the Department of the Navy during its decision process. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2193 

 
Last Name MUNSON 

 
First Name BETTY 

 
Comment COMMENT ATTACHED 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response There was no attachment uploaded with this comment. 

 
Comment ID 2194 

 
Last Name MUNSON 

 
First Name BETTY 

 
Comment COMMENT ATTACHED 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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N.2-21491 

Comment ID: 2194 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2194 (Page 1 of 2): 

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.    

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. 
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Comment ID: 2194 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2194 (Page 2 of 2): 
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Comment ID 2195 
 
Last Name MUNSON 

 
First Name BETTY 

 
Comment COMMENT ATTACHED ON ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2195 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2195 (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 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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N.2-21495 

Comment ID: 2195 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2195 (Page 2 of 3): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21496 

Comment ID: 2195 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2195 (Page 3 of 3): 
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N.2-21497 

Comment ID 2196 
 
Last Name Tweedy 

 
First Name Diana 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. We are becoming an endangered 
species and I know that many of your best marines are off road enthusiasts. 
Our sport is compatible with the military and produces some of your best 
men. Don't needlessly kill our sport by taking away one of the few areas 
that we still have in Southern California. I go to Johnson Valley whenever I 
am in the area. I am sure there are other areas that you can use for training. 
Please spare our treasured riding area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2197 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Since the information about the address was incorrect.....PLEASE give the 

return comments an extension of time to respond. I own property in the 
Johnson Valley area and I agree that our military needs a place to 
"practice", BUT Means Dry Lake is NOT the direction they should go for 
practice. There is land that is EAST of the base that better suits their needs 
and the needs of the residents. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 2198 
 
Last Name MUNSON 

 
First Name BETTY 

 
Comment COMMENT ATTACHED  HISTORIC COMMUNITIES 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2198 (Page 1 of 4) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2198 (Page 1 of 4): 

Thank you for your comment.  Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 to the 1938 Small-Tract 
Homestead Act.  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 and film 
industry spending.  In addition, the EIS acknowledges potential 
impacts to property values due to increased noise and proximity to 
military operating areas (see Section 4.3 of the EIS).  The EIS 
concludes that any reduction in property value would likely be 
marginal and less than significant.      
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N.2-21501 

Comment ID: 2198 (Page 2 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2198 (Page 2 of 4): 
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N.2-21502 

Comment ID: 2198 (Page 3 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2198 (Page 3 of 4): 
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N.2-21503 

Comment ID: 2198 (Page 4 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2198 (Page 4 of 4): 
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N.2-21504 

Comment ID 2199 
 
Last Name Aston 

 
First Name Gregory 

 
Comment In reguards to the Land Acqusition and Airspace Establishment AKA 29 

Palms Expansion.  Alternatives 1-6 are unacceptable.  Expansion of this 
traning facility needs to be done in another area so that Johnson Valley 
remains open to the Public.  Reactivation of WWII era facilites ajacent to or 
near the current facility would better serve the needs of the Public & the 
Department of Defense.  Some WWII sites including those under BLM, and 
USDA oversite ay have been overlooked or inappropriately designated.  
These areas might better suit DOD & Public Land use needs.  At a time 
when users are increasing & acreage for OHV use on Public lands is 
decreasing a more through review of of all former training facilties must be 
done before proceeding with any of the current alternatives. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2200 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment Our family has enjoyed Johnson Vally for many years,for 

camping,offroading,and family get-togethers.All we see is our public land 
closing at a huge rate.There is never a replacment or optional area to go to 
after a land closer.We are asking to keep are public land open so we may 
still have a legal offroading area to use in the future. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
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Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2201 

 
Last Name Ames 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Do not expand 29 palms marine base into the Johnson Valley o.h.v. area. 

There is plenty of room in the desert to go the other direction away from the 
communities of Lucerne,Johnson Valley,Landers,Flamingo heights and 
Yucca Valley. It makes no sense bringing live fire exercises closer to 
residents in these communities. It makes no sense to affect in any way the 
operation of the o.h.v. area. Thank you, John Ames 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 2202 

 
Last Name King 

 
First Name D. 

 
Comment Please choose another area for your proposed expansion. Johnson Valley 

OHV area is one last large open areas we have left for family oriented off-
road use. To take this area away will devastate the off-road community in 
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terms of accessibility and force more people into smaller confined open 
riding areas. With out the open use OHV areas we will see more illegal 
riding in many areas near local cities and towns. There is so much desert 
land that is closed to the OHV community please consider using that land 
which sits unused for your training ground.  Thank You. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2203 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment By handing this area over to the United States Marine Corps, you are 

depriving the tax payers their due access to this public land area. The land 
area in question has had a tremendous impact on the national economy as 
the off-road market has continued to grow rapidly. The growth has been so 
extreme in the off-highway vehicle segment, that Ford even built their 
Raptor pickup truck to cater to this market. The tax revenue loss that would 
result from handing this area over to the USMC, would be enormous. This 
has been a key area in fostering interest in the extreme off-highway vehicle 
market segment and continues to be. One has to look no further than the 
rapidly increasing attendance of the annual King of the Hammers event. 
There are plenty of other desert areas that aren't presently being used, in 
either fashion, that the Marine Corps can use instead. Keep Johnson Valley 
OPEN TO THE PUBLIC! 
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Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
 
Response 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 spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 2204 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment    My family and I have just started going to Johnson Valley with our Jeep 

and it has become a big part of our life. I oppose the expansion of the 29 
Palms Base into the OHV area. Please reconsider another location. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 
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proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2205 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am writing to urge you to support the"no action" alternative in the Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace 
Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live 
Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a viable alternative 
since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, none of the 6 
proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, adequately address 
all issues including providing for recreation, particularly motorized 
recreation. Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have been 
pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for decades. 
While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there simply must 
be a better way to provide for adequate training while not essentially 
eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2206 

 
Last Name minyard 

 
First Name james 

 
Comment GO EAST thears a lot of open unused desert out thear!!!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2207 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment please allow johnson valley off road area too remain a public use off road 

area,many familys use this privlige safely, 
 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2208 

 
Last Name Hawkins 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment A little help: Please correct the mailing address posted here and extend the 

comment period to allow the public to send their letters to the proper 
destination. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2209 

 
Last Name Hawkins 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment Mr. Proudfoot: The purpose of this letter is to make a formal request for and 

extension of time to provide comments to the aforementioned document. 
The rational for this request is several-fold: 1. The DEIS and its appendix 
are a complex and lengthy document. Given the USMC has had nearly two 
years to compile this document and has only given the public 90 days to 
provide comment, it is our belief that it would be in the public interest to 
allow for additional time to provide such comment. 2. Only recently, we 
discovered that the Federal Register Notice of Availability of this Statement 
provides that the public comment period ended April 11, 2011. The said 
Notice is in conflict with Press-Release No: PR-110224NM1 as it provides 
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for the comment period ending May 26, 2011.  Since indeed the Federal 
Register Notice is the only legal Notice of the USMC's intent of this 
document, the public is now confused and may have not submitted 
comments after this April due date. 3. The issue cited in number two, 
above, is now compounded by fact that the USMC has submitted to the 
Federal Register the following Notice: EIS No. 20110051, Draft EIS, USN, 
CA, Marine Corps Air Ground Combat   Center Project, Land Acquisition 
and Airspace Establishment to Support Large-Scale MAGTF Live- Fire and 
Maneuver Training Facility, San Bernardino County, CA, Comment Period 
Ends: 05/26/2011, Contact: Chris Proudfoot 760-830-3764. Revision of FR 
Notice Published 02/24/2011: Extending Comment   Period from 
04/11/2011 to 05/26/2011. Of particular concern to the undersigned is the 
provision of"Extending Comment Period". It is our assertion that the 
USMC has published this later Notice as a correction rather than an 
extension. Moreover, as of the writing of this letter, the USMC web site for 
the expansion does not include the Revision Notice, nor a press release, of 
the revised Notice published in the Federal Register on Friday, May 13, 
2011. In light of the issues cited above, the undersigned request an 
extension of sixty (60) calendar days for the public to submit its comments 
to this document. Again, we believe this is in the public interest considering 
the gravity of the issues cited above and the implications of the project on 
public lands and related access to the same. Respectfully submitted: Harry 
Baker “ Chairman: Partnership for Johnson Valley Jerry Grabow” 
President: District 37 American Motorcyclist Association Jim Woods  
“President: California Off-Road Vehicle Association (“CORVA") Mark 
Cave “President: California Association of Four Wheel Drive Clubs  Ed 
Waldheim - President: California Trail Users Coalition Partnership for 
Johnson Valley http://www.pfjv.org A Division of California Trail Users 
Coalition http://www.trailusers.org 3550 Foothill Blvd. Glendale, CA. 
91214 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 2210 
 
Last Name Auth 

 
First Name William 

 
Comment Please stop the government land grab from further eroding the taxpayers 

right to recreate.  Thank you 
 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2211 

 
Last Name Earwood 

 
First Name Reno 
 
Comment Dear sirs, We have been enjoying Johnson Valley and surrouding area 

sense 1966.We would go to a friends homesteaded cabin and speed great 
weekends.Later my family got into offroading and still enjoy going to 
Johnson Valley to this day.Please don't take this land as many people love 
this great outdoors area. Thank you for your time. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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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Comment ID 2212 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Date: APRIL 25, 2011 Re: 29Palms Base expansion Draft Environmental 

Impact Statement Dear Sir: On Page 772 potential seismic hazards are listed 
among the issues raised in the public scoping comments. In the 900+ page 
document the only mentions we could find of anything seismic are: -The 
DEIS states there are two seismic detection stations in the west study area 
(Johnson Valley). -On Page 446 there is a mention of seismic processes in 
the formation of the topographic relief of an area. There is also a discussion 
of earthquake- related regulations as to buildings near fault zones and 
landslide areas. -On Page 448 3.12.3 the document discusses existing 
conditions on the Base. It states on Page 449 that the Mojave Desert is 
highly active seismically, and reports 50 named and unnamed faults within 
the current boundaries. It specifies,"in 1999, the magnitude 7.1 Hector Mine 
earthquake on the Lavic Lake Fault was centered in the northwest portion 
of the Combat Center. This earthquake caused a 24-mile long surface 
rupture with a maximum offset of 12 to 15 feet." -On Page 453 it says the 
Lenwood, Galway Lake, Lockhart, Johnson Valley, and Camp Rock-
Emerson Faults cross the west study area (Johnson Valley) and in 1992, the 
magnitude 7.3 Landers earthquake centered on the Camp Rock-Emerson 
Fault caused ground rupture and surface displacement. -There is a map 
showing major fault lines in the west study area, Figure 3.12-1, Page 450. It 
depicts a thick cluster of parallel faults which include the Camp Rock-
Emerson Fault, trending northeast to southwest across the entire western 
study area (Johnson Valley) through which there are plans to conduct live-
fire air-ground training exercises of high intensity and extended duration. 
On Page 771 in a discussion of the eastern study area the DEIS states,"The 
effects of ordnance delivery would be limited to surficial and near-surface 
soils so the proposed action would not be expected to have an impact on 
topography or seismic conditions or hazards within the ROI or in the 
Twentynine Palms region." It is possible the"seismic conditions" in this 
paragraph means potential triggering of earthquake activity. But since the 
other references are to geology, building codes and landslide conditions, 
this is doubtful. But even if it does relate ordnance to earthquake, this seem 
to be the only instance in the entire DEIS that does. A color brochure 
distributed at the public meetings about the DEIS is titled"Facts about 
Noise from MCAGCC." Under 10 commonly asked questions about 
training noise is the question,"Can training noise cause earthquakes?" The 
answers,"No, seismic activity is unrelated to ordnance used in training." 
Period. No substantiation of the"fact" is suppled. But at least the brochure 
actually mentions training noise and earthquakes in the same sentence. The 
DEIS 
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Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 2213 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Re: 29Palms Base expansion Draft Environmental Impact Statement Since 

the size of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement means it requires a lot 
of time to study and assimilate; and since there are still stakeholders who 
are only now hearing of the expansion plans; and since there is confusion as 
to lack of correct information where to address public comments, calling 
into question the Marines' good-faith efforts to elicit those comments, it is 
requested that the public comment period for the Draft EIS be extended at 
least another 60 days. This comment concerns the Desert Tortoise The 
DEIS goes into great detail about special conservation measures now taken 
to help mitigate the loss of Desert Tortoises due to training and other 
activities on the Marine Air Ground Combat Center as it is today. The 
Bureau of Land Management website states:"The desert tortoise is listed by 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as a threatened species. Under the 
provisions of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), anyone who takes (the 
term "take" means to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, 
capture, collect, or attempt to engage in any such conduct) a tortoise is 
subject to civil and/or criminal penalties of up to a $50,000 fine and one 
year in jail, or both. BLM assists the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in the 
enforcement of the Act. The desert tortoise is also considered by California 
to be a threatened species with associated penalties." The DEIS says the 
training of Marine and other personnel regarding the legal status of the 
tortoise would include the definition of"take" and associated penalties. 
However, the DEIS does not detail what penalties, if any, the Marine Corps 
have been paying. A mine operator in Johnson Valley told us if he caused 
the death of a tortoise, he was subject to penalties of $100,000. Each. The 
DEIS indicates that plans are to explode more than a million rounds of 
munitions ground-to-ground and more than 1.5 million rounds air-to-ground 
during the various exercises each year. As it also clearly states that this will 
significantly impact the Desert Tortoise, it must also make clear what 
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penalties will be paid, and who is to assess them. The BLM assists the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service in the enforcement of the Endangered Species 
Act. The desert tortoise is also considered by California to be a threatened 
species with associated penalties. The DEIS must make clear if these will 
still apply in the military expansion areas.  The DEIS states that biologists 
authorized by the US Fish and Wildlife Service survey for tortoises before 
training and construction activities, and move the tortoises and eggs out of 
harm's way. The DEIS does not, however, state the survival rate of the 
tortoises who are relocated out of their established territories, whose 
burrows are dug up and whose eggs are moved, It also does not state the 
success rate of the current efforts by the Marines to protect the young 
tortoises unt 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2214 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Re: 29Palms Base DEIS Dear Sir:  Since the size of the Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement means it requires a lot of time to study 
and assimilate;  and since there are still stakeholders who are only now 
hearing of the expansion plans;  and since there is confusion as to lack of 
correct information where to address public comments, calling into question 
the Marines' good-faith efforts to elicit those comments, it is requested that 
the public comment period for the Draft EIS be extended at least another 60 
days. Concerning the DEIS description of shared use of proposed expansion 
areas: -Marine Expeditionary Brigade Exercises: 2 per year for 24 days 
each. Only non-dud producing ordnance in southern portion of west study 
area.  -Restricted public access to southern portion of west study area 
(except for two 984 x 984-foot [300 x 300- meter] Company Objective 
areas) permitted approximately 10 months/year. Three of the alternatives 
for expansion described in the DEIS include a Restricted Public Access 
Area (RPAA) to allow civilian recreational use to at least a remnant of the 
Johnson Valley Open Riding Area when military training activities are not 
being conducted. The document states that"elements of many public 
comments (e.g., restricted public access when MEB Exercises are not 
occurring) have been incorporated into some alternatives carried forward 
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for EIS analysis. Public comments influenced the development of the new 
Alternative 6. Similar to the Marine Corps' intent with Alternatives 4 and 5 
(formulated before scoping), the development of Alternative 6 is consistent 
with the public's suggestion to: Allow for controlled periodic access for 
occasional public access and activities." It is difficult to believe that any 
member of the public who is used to free and open access to all of Johnson 
Valley actually used the words"controlled," or"restricted.""Periodic" might 
have been used to describe part-time access."Restricted" also would have 
been understood to mean part-time access.  A RPAA is defined in the draft 
document as an area in which certain public uses may be permitted, subject 
to restrictions, institutional controls, and mitigating methods designed to 
provide for public safety. Already restrictions are multiplying far beyond 
the assumptions of the public, whose righteous indignation at being shut out 
of a recreational area set aside by the BLM in 1980, might have been 
reduced with the idea of shared use. Being shut out of the area twice a year 
might seem reasonable, but: "Access to and use of the area by the general 
public would only be authorized€¦when  the land is not being utilized for 
training, and has been designated by the Commanding General as suitable 
for restricted activities to resume."  "It is anticipated that the RPAA would 
be closed to the public twice yearly, for approximately 30 days each time. 
This would allow for required range preparation, execution of training, and 
range 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2215 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Re: DEIS on 29Palms Base expansion Dear Sir: The DEIS states: Potential 

impacts from six action alternatives and the No-Action Alternative have 
been analyzed. Potential impacts have been analyzed for land use, 
recreation, socioeconomics and environmental justice, public health and 
safety, visual resources, transportation and circulation, airspace 
management, air quality, noise, biological resources, cultural resources, 
geological resources, and water resources. Cumulative effects of the 
proposed action in conjunction with other past, present, or reasonably 
foreseeable future actions are also analyzed. 3.11 Cultural Resources. The 
DEIS states that cultural resources would be managed in accordance with 
the provisions of federal laws and regulations as well as Marine Corps 
policy. The Programmatic Agreement (PA) Between the United States 
Marine Corps and the California State Historic Preservation Officer 
Regarding Operation, Maintenance, Training and Construction at the 
United States Marine Air Ground Task Force Training Command, Marine 
Corps Air Ground Combat Center, Twentynine Palms, California, would be 
amended to include any lands acquired as a consequence of the proposed 
action alternative. The Table on Page 29 states under Alternative 1, Cultural 
Resources:  Less than Significant Impacts (LSI):  Direct and indirect 
impacts may result from weapons fire, MEB operations, group and 
individual traffic, battalion movements, aviation Weapons Danger Zone, 
and construction. Special Conservation Measures and other measures would 
be implemented to avoid or reduce impacts to resources. No Impacts (NI): 
No impact anticipated from airspace establishment.  Similar judgements are 
made in this Table and elsewhere for the other Alternatives.  However, the 
DEIS only analyzes all these things within the areas being studied for 
acquisition, where there are few if any residents. It is therefore a 
contradiction to imply that residents and Cultural Resources outside the EIS 
area will not be impacted, when the public scoping issues (4.3.1.3) include:  
Decrease of revenue and employment and associated tax revenue from 
tourism recreational and film industries  Devaluation of surrounding private 
property.  Increased costs to federal, state and local jurisdictions for 
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increased law enforcement. All would occur outside the acquisition study 
boundaries. Therefore this contradiction must be corrected, and these and 
other communities which are neighbors to the Base must be included in all 
analyses, and in particular under Cultural Resources. It must also be stated 
that the DEIS did not do this.  The communities of Johnson Valley, 
Landers, Flamingo Heights, Yucca Mesa and Wonder Valley border the 
existing base and the planned expansion areas. They were founded under 
the Small Homestead Act of 1939 (also known as the Jackrabbit Homestead 
Act), an Act of Congress in which the Federal Government, in order to spur 
growth and utilization 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. This letter is a duplicate to Comment ID: 

2216. Please see the response provided for that comment. 
 
 
Comment ID 2216 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Re: DEIS on 29Palms Base expansion Dear Sir: The DEIS states: Potential 

impacts from six action alternatives and the No-Action Alternative have 
been analyzed. Potential impacts have been analyzed for land use, 
recreation, socioeconomics and environmental justice, public health and 
safety, visual resources, transportation and circulation, airspace 
management, air quality, noise, biological resources, cultural resources, 
geological resources, and water resources. Cumulative effects of the 
proposed action in conjunction with other past, present, or reasonably 
foreseeable future actions are also analyzed. 3.11 Cultural Resources. The 
DEIS states that cultural resources would be managed in accordance with 
the provisions of federal laws and regulations as well as Marine Corps 
policy. The Programmatic Agreement (PA) Between the United States 
Marine Corps and the California State Historic Preservation Officer 
Regarding Operation, Maintenance, Training and Construction at the 
United States Marine Air Ground Task Force Training Command, Marine 
Corps Air Ground Combat Center, Twentynine Palms, California, would be 
amended to include any lands acquired as a consequence of the proposed 
action alternative. The Table on Page 29 states under Alternative 1, Cultural 
Resources:  Less than Significant Impacts (LSI):  Direct and indirect 
impacts may result from weapons fire, MEB operations, group and 
individual traffic, battalion movements, aviation Weapons Danger Zone, 
and construction. Special Conservation Measures and other measures would 
be implemented to avoid or reduce impacts to resources. No Impacts (NI): 
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No impact anticipated from airspace establishment.  Similar judgements are 
made in this Table and elsewhere for the other Alternatives.  However, the 
DEIS only analyzes all these things within the areas being studied for 
acquisition, where there are few if any residents. It is therefore a 
contradiction to imply that residents and Cultural Resources outside the EIS 
area will not be impacted, when the public scoping issues (4.3.1.3) include:  
Decrease of revenue and employment and associated tax revenue from 
tourism recreational and film industries  Devaluation of surrounding private 
property.  Increased costs to federal, state and local jurisdictions for 
increased law enforcement. All would occur outside the acquisition study 
boundaries.  Therefore this contradiction must be corrected, and these and 
other communities which are neighbors to the Base must be included in all 
analyses, and in particular under Cultural Resources. It must also be stated 
that the DEIS did not do this. The communities of Johnson Valley, Landers, 
Flamingo Heights, Yucca Mesa and Wonder Valley border the existing base 
and the planned expansion areas. They were founded under the Small 
Homestead Act of 1939 (also known as the Jackrabbit Homestead Act), an 
Act of Congress in which the Federal Government, in order to spur growth 
and utilization 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 
to the 1938 Small-Tract Homestead Act. 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 and film industry spending. 
In addition, the EIS acknowledges potential impacts to property values due 
to increased noise and proximity to military operating areas (see Section 4.3 
of the EIS). The EIS concludes that any reduction in property value would 
likely be marginal and less than significant. 

 
 
Comment ID 2217 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Re: DEIS on 29Palms Base expansion The Environmental Protection 

Agency's Toxic Release Inventory (TRI) is attached. It totals toxic releases 
during the years 2007-2009, the latest report available. A"TRI release" is 
defined as the amount of on-site toxic chemical releases to air, water, 
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underground injection, landfills and other land disposal, and the amount 
transferred off-site fordisposal. The top ten facilities with the most chemical 
releases in California included Marine Camp Pendleton at #10. .  PBT 
Chemical releases are releases of Persistent, Bioaccumulative and Toxic 
Chemicals. Merriam-Webster defines"persistent" as"existing for a long or 
longer than usual time or continuously." It defines"bioaccumulation" as"the 
accumulation of a substance (such as a pesticide) in a living organism." It 
defines"toxic" as"poisonous." In other words, it means poisons that last a 
long time, and collect in the bodies of plants and animals and the animals 
that eat them. Of the top 10 California release sites, numbers 6-10 were 
military, one Army and four Marine, all in Southern California. The Marine 
Corps Air Ground Combat Center 29Palms is #7, with a little under half the 
PBT chemical releases that were measured at Camp Pendleton. Though the 
trend shown in the Inventory is generally downward for the state, if live fire 
combat training increases in intensity and duration on the scale the DEIS 
describes, MCAGCC will obviously rise on the list. Starting on Page 293, 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes in detail the 
procedures used to comply with recording and reporting releases of TRI 
Chemicals. It addresses the Marines' methods for dealing with hazardous 
material spill abatement and cleanups, and contaminated soils.  "Munitions 
Constituents" (MC) from unexploded ordnance and other munitions, and 
their breakdown elements, are described and mapped for current and 
historical ranges. Potential migration into humans and animals is addressed 
with somewhat limited studies. Perchlorate is described as an indicator 
munitions constituent as it is an good example of PBT (see definitions 
above). Perchlorate recently came to public notice again as a constituent of 
the drinking water in Barstow, CA.  Databases on hazardous wastes from 
many sources and contaminated sites are described as not revealing any 
relevant sites. Formerly used defense sites are discussed. All are declared 
not relevant. On Page 293, one paragraph describes a total of 50 accidental 
releases, in 2002, of toxic substances and what was done about them. 
Deliberate releases and munitions constituents are not itemized. The 
discussion of toxic wastes ends on Page 301 of the DEIS. Nowhere is the 
Environmental Protection Agency's Toxic Release Inventory mentioned, 
with its specific amounts, and the relative standing of military sites in 
general and MCAGCC in particular. Therefore the DEIS must be amended 
to show not only the methodology for reportin 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 
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requirements regarding hazardous materials and wastes, and would 
continue to do so under the proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 2218 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Re: DEIS on 29Palms Base expansion Dear Sir: The communities of 

Landers and Johnson Valley are in Postal Zip Code 92285. Landers borders 
the existing Marine Air Ground Combat Center 29Palms; Johnson Valley is 
directly southwest of it, and due south of the proposed westward expansion 
area. Environmental Justice provisions are addressed in the DEIS because 
Federal Projects are not supposed to have disproportionate impacts against 
any ethnic, demographic or socio-economic group. IN POSTAL CODE 
92285, CENSUS 2010 HAS STATED:  The population is 2,181.  The 
median age of the population is 49.5.  24.7% are 65 years and over. This is 
almost twice the percentage of people 65 and older in the US population 
(12.4%). These are very much senior citizen communities.  Many residents 
are retired and on fixed incomes. 39% of our population 16 and over is in 
the labor force, as compared to 69% in the US.  Families below poverty 
level: 20.8% In the US: 12.4% Individuals below poverty level: 24.9% In 
the US: 12.4%  Disability status (population 5 years and over): 34.8% In the 
US: 19.3% And for good measure:  Civilian veterans (civilian population 18 
years and over): 25.1%  In the US 12.7% (and we know many are proud 
Marines) http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/SAFFFacts?_event=Search& 
geo_id=&_geoContext=&_street=&_county=92285&_cityTown=92285&_s
tate=&_zip=92285&_lang=en&_sse=on&pctxt=fph&pgsl=010&show_200
3_tab=&redirect=Y The factors listed above indicate the project does raise 
issues of Environmental Justice for the residents of Landers and Johnson 
Valley. The DEIS states that EO 12898 criteria for Environmental Justice 
say there must be one or more such affected populations within the DEIS 
area (Page 533). However, very few live WITHIN the EIS area, and it is 
therefore a contradiction to imply that residents outside the EIS area will not 
be impacted. The scoping issues (Item 4.3.1.3) listed on the same page 
include:  Decrease of revenue and employment and associated tax revenue 
from tourism recreational and film industries Devaluation of surrounding 
private property.  Increased costs to federal, state and local jurisdictions for 
increased law enforcement.  The contradiction is the DEIS states that the 
primary economic impacts would be from displacement of certain activities 
within the DEIS area causing financial and other hardships to surrounding 
areas. Therefore the DEIS must be revised to state the criteria for judging 
Environmental Justice are too narrow, and must state that these criteria also 
apply to populations outside the DEIS area. Anything less would be easily 
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misunderstood by a less-than-careful reader. Landers and Johnson Valley 
are within the impact area of the DEIS because of activities that are 
associated with current activities emanating from the Marine Base, and 
proposed activities due to the expansion, are above, around and adjacent to 
Landers and Johnson Valley. To assert otherwise is 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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.  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 and film industry spending. In addition, the 
EIS acknowledges potential impacts to property values due to increased 
noise and proximity to military operating areas (see Section 4.3 of the EIS). 
The EIS concludes that any reduction in property value would likely be 
marginal and less than significant. 

 
 
Comment ID 2219 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Re: DEIS on 29Palms Base expansion Dear Sir: The Executive Summary 

on Page 4 explains why the USMC is proposing the establishment of a 
large-scale training facility at MCAGCC 29Palms. It says the Marine Corps 
has a requirement to provide sustained, combined-arms, live-fire, and 
maneuver training for a Marine Expeditionary Brigade (MEB)-sized Air 
Ground Task Force, and the existing facilities are inadequate. The 
underlying strategy was designed over a decade ago. Times and technology 
have changed. It appears the very foundation for this strategy is changing. 
http://smallwarsjournal.com/blog/2010/08/gates-time-has-come-to/  Posted 
by SWJ Editors on August 13, 2010 4:01 AM  Gates Orders Marine Corps 
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Force Structure Review by Jim Garamone of American Forces Press 
Service. An excerpt follows: Defense Secretary Robert M. Gates has 
ordered a thorough force structure review of the Marine Corps to determine 
what an expeditionary force in readiness should look like in the 21st 
century.  There are questions about the mission of the Marine Corps, Gates 
said. Before World War II, the Marines very successfully conducted "small 
wars" in the western hemisphere. The service also developed the rationale 
and logistics needed to conduct amphibious warfare.  During World War II, 
the Corps was wholly dedicated to landing on the beaches in the South and 
Central Pacific. America's first offensive of World War II was when 
Marines landed on the beaches of Guadalcanal and began the campaign 
against Japan in August 1942. Tarawa, Saipan, Peleliu, Iwo Jima and 
Okinawa are just a few of the landings Marines made.  Since then, Marines 
have fought on the beaches, mountains and trenches of Korea, the highlands 
and rice paddies of Vietnam, and the deserts of Kuwait, Iraq and 
Afghanistan. Although many of these operations saw Marines initially 
projected from the sea,"they soon turned into long, grinding, ground 
engagements," Gates said.  The nation does not need a second land army, 
Gates said, but rather forces that can deploy quickly and sustain themselves 
for a short period of time.  Also see Gates: Time has Come to Re-examine 
Future of Marine Corps by Kevin Baron of Stars and Stripes and Defense 
Chief Gates Orders Review of Marines' Role by David S. Cloud of The Los 
Angeles Times. A more recent article dated Mar. 2, 2011, says that Lt. Gen. 
George J. Flynn, commanding general of Marine Corps Combat 
Development Command, spoke to news media about the 2010 Force 
Structure Review (formed to develop the organization, posture and 
capabilities of the Marine Corps and its role within the joint force in a 
fiscally-restrained post-Afghanistan environment; and I quote).  Two of the 
recommendations from the Review are:  A reduction in force structure from 
202,000 to 186,800 when conditions in Afghanistan warrant, and Reduction 
in ground combat forces, to include a reduction in infantry (regimental 
headquarters from eight to seven; infantry bat 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2220 

 
Last Name Westbrook 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment I would like to comment on the acquisition that the marines want to take 

over the open desert east of Lucerne Valley. I know there are other 
alternatives to acess land further east of their 29 Palms Base and also open 
land north and south. Why do you want to take the land that has been 
dedicated to off-road activities? It seems to me the usage of this land is far 
more destructive with tanks and warfare vehicles than the off-road vehicles 
could ever destroy. Besides the closeness to the town of Lucerne Valley and 
surrounding area of homes and developed land, and the noise and shakeing 
of the land would keep animals uneasy. This is a bad mistake on the 
governments ideas of exbanding the marine base. Please consider this letter 
of protest. Thank you for letting me express my opinion. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2221 

 
Last Name Westbrook 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Please consider my PROTEST to the proposal of the expansion of the 

marine base to the west  into off-road territory.  This land has been in usge 
for that purpose for several years.  The off-road vehicles could not destroy 
the land as bad as the tanks and vehicles used for war games could do.  
Please this PROTEST. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2222 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 
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Comment Dear Sirs, The land at Johnson Valley has been used by our family and 
friends for many years now. It would be a real shame to lose this area for 
four wheeling activities. No other area in Southern California is as good. 
We have been to many clean up runs there and the area looks better than is 
has in years. It would be a shame to destroy the work of what so many 
people accomplished. In this era of budget deficits why do we need to 
spend large sums of money on expansion of a military base? Is there any 
country in the world that we can't defeat right now? Thank You, MIke 
Sullivan 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2223 

 
Last Name Westbrook 

 
First Name Norma 

 
Comment I would like to let you know of my opinion of the expansion of the marine 

base to the west.  Please consider going to the east, north and south for this 
expansion.  I'm not oppossed to you needing to have more space to do your 
manuvers, but there is plenty of open land to the north of State Hwy 40, that 
could be used and not come within the vicinty of any town.  PLEASE 
CONSIDER THIS PROTEST.  THANK YOU. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2224 

 
Last Name Hawkins 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment “NOT FEASIBLE" is not sufficient response! Anywhere and everywhere a 

comment or concern is answered using this or a like ambiguous statement 
the DEIS must be re-written to clearly address exactly why that concern 
cannot/will not be mitigated in some way. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 2225 

 
Last Name Hawkins 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment The DEIS does not satisfactorly addressed how the dangerous problem of 

trespass will be handled and it does not explain why a fence between a live 
fire military range and a public recreation area will not be installed That 
was a real concern registered in numerous comments and the DEIS must be 
re-written to explain why there should be no fence. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2226 

 
Last Name Hawkins 

 
First Name Mike 

 
Comment In mid December a group of family friends were out with two SUVs and a 

couple Quads on a well established dirt road near their cabin in Landers. 
The section of road they were on runs north and south in the south/east 
portion of Johnson Valley's open recreation area near the Marine Base. Just 
south of Emerson Dry Lake they were stopped by a"Conservation Officer" 
and everyone over 16 years old was cited. All six tickets were for 
trespassing onto the Base. They were on an unmarked (at the time) portion 
of the route that wanders slightly onto the edge of the Base for a short 
distance in order to skirt the foot of a mountain (see 34 degrees, 25 minutes, 
30 seconds North and 116 degrees, 24 minutes west). Trespass on federal 
land is a class"B" misdemeanor with the first offence punishable by a fine 
of no more than $5,000.00, six months in jail and 5 years probation. A 
class"B" misdemeanor is a petty crime for which it is mandatory to appear. 
The Defendant is entitled to a Lawyer if he so wishes and upon request will 
be tried by Judge rather than a Magistrate. But he is not entitled to be tried 
by a Jury of his Peers. And, it is a crime for which a conviction will become 
a matter of record. That's an especially important consideration for the 
young person thinking of pleading guilty. He/she will be dogged with 
a"Federal Offence" on their record the rest of their life when perhaps their 
great sin was simply riding down the road with Dad and Mom! Not exactly 
the sort of explanation most prospective employers would likely embrace. 
You know, many of us have long assumed that because the entire Border on 
that side of the Base is so poorly marked that there must be a bit of a buffer 
that allows for situations like this. This route has been used for 55 years that 
I know of, without the slightest indication that passing through there was a 
problem. But the law is the law and apparently there is no"LEGAL" 
requirement for the Marines to identify there border in any way at all.  Still, 
the public is"LEGALLY" obliged to stay off the Base unless they have 
express permission to do otherwise. So if we're near the Base, it is fully our 
responsibility to know where we are with respect the boundary, no matter 
how illusive it might be. And, we should accept that! It's the law and it's the 
responsible thing to do! Even so, the Base could be more considerate on 
this matter. It's ironic that if you or I wish the public not traverse OUR land 
we must indicate where it is and what we want while the Base, which only 
exists because the public foot's the bill, won't pick up one of those $80.00 
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hammers we bought them and install a sign before dishing out tickets of 
such a serious nature. If one considers how much time and money is spent 
on their public relations campaigns trying to tell everybody what good 
neighbors they are you'd think they'd realize that just a small sign in the 
right place could be a big help to that effort! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response 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. Once a decision has been made, the Marine Corps 
would implement communication and notification procedures as outlined in 
the EIS, to maintain a steady and persistent engagement with local 
communities, stakeholders, and agencies during future management 
planning. 

 
 
Comment ID 2227 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To the 29Palms EIS Project Manager, The Twenty-Nine Palms Marine 

Base expansion to the Southwest of Landers into Johnson Valley is a 
serious concern to our family as we use this area more often than any other 
off road area for our recreational use. This is what we do as a family. It 
keeps us connected to one another. We also have family that live in Johnson 
Valley and this would seriously impact their home and the peace and quiet 
of their home and property. We have gone out and used this area now called 
Johnson Valley OHV for the last forty plus years and want to continue to 
enjoy using it and going out there. We feel that the expansion of the Marine 
Base into Johnson Valley would seriously affect our enjoyment of this area 
along with the thousands of other OHV enthusiasts who use this area as 
well. Expanding the base would seriously impact the businesses that rely on 
the off roaders who also use this area. We have seen first-hand how the area 
has changed since the closure of other off road areas which has caused the 
off roaders to be crammed into smaller areas impacting how the desert is 
used. This could only cause more issues that would make the existing areas 
even more crowded which would  make a relatively safe family sport, a 
dangerous one. Also, with the economic crisis that we here in California are 
experiencing, can we  really afford to do this kind of project at all. The use 
of the area creates income  for businesses from these off roaders who buy 
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gas and groceries in the area before  heading to the Johnson Valley OHV 
Area. So in closing, PLEASE DO NOT EXPAND the Twenty-Nine Palms 
Marine Base into  Johnson Valley as it would severely impact not only the 
Off-roaders who use this OHV area, but also the community who prospers 
from their usage and the people  who live in Johnson Valley. Johnson 
Valley has a much larger population than is widely known. Hundreds of 
families would be impacted by this expansion. With Sincere Regards, Todd 
Sizelove 714-392-0985 hotrodtodd@pacbell.net 912 S. Lantana Avenue 
Brea, California 92821 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 
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Comment ID 2228 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To the 29Palms EIS Project Manager, The Twenty-Nine Palms Marine 

Base expansion to the Southwest of Landers into Johnson Valley is a 
serious concern to our family as we use this area more often than any other 
off road area for our recreational use. This is what we do as a family. It 
keeps us connected to one another. We also have family that live in Johnson 
Valley and this would seriously impact   their home and the peace and quiet 
of their home and property.  We have gone out and used this area now 
called Johnson Valley OHV for the last  forty plus years and want to 
continue to enjoy using it and going out there.  We feel that the expansion 
of the Marine Base into Johnson Valley would seriously affect  our 
enjoyment of this area along with the thousands of other OHV enthusiasts  
who use this area as well. Expanding the base would seriously impact the 
businesses that rely on the off roaders who also use this area. We have seen 
first-hand how the area has changed  since the closure of other off road 
areas which has caused the off roaders to be  crammed into smaller areas 
impacting how the desert is used. This could only cause  more issues that 
would make the existing areas even more crowded which would  make a 
relatively safe family sport, a dangerous one.  Also, with the economic 
crisis that we here in California are experiencing, can we  really afford to do 
this kind of project at all. The use of the area creates income  for businesses 
from these off roaders who buy gas and groceries in the area before  
heading to the Johnson Valley OHV Area. So in closing, PLEASE DO 
NOT EXPAND the Twenty-Nine Palms Marine Base into Johnson Valley 
as it would severely impact not only the Off-roaders who use this OHV 
area, but also the community who prospers from their usage and the people 
who live in Johnson Valley. Johnson Valley has a much larger population 
than is widely known. Hundreds of families would be impacted by this 
expansion. With Sincere Regards, Terry Sizelove 714-392-0980 
tsize87@pacbell.net 912 S. Lantana Avenue Brea, California 92821 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21532 

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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2229 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To the 29Palms EIS Project Manager, The Twenty-Nine Palms Marine 

Base expansion to the Southwest of Landers  into Johnson Valley is a 
serious concern to our family as we use this area more  often than any other 
off road area for our recreational use. This is what we do as a family. It 
keeps us connected to one another. We also have family that live in Johnson 
Valley and this would seriously impact  their home and the peace and quiet 
of their home and property. We have gone out and used this area now called 
Johnson Valley OHV for the last  forty plus years and want to continue to 
enjoy using it and going out there.  We feel that the expansion of the 
Marine Base into Johnson Valley would seriously affect  our enjoyment of 
this area along with the thousands of other OHV enthusiasts  who use this 
area as well. Expanding the base would seriously impact the businesses that 
rely on the off roaders who also use this area. We have seen first-hand how 
the area has changed  since the closure of other off road areas which has 
caused the off roaders to be  crammed into smaller areas impacting how the 
desert is used. This could only cause  more issues that would make the 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 
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existing areas even more crowded which would  make a relatively safe 
family sport, a dangerous one. Also, with the economic crisis that we here 
in California are experiencing, can we  really afford to do this kind of 
project at all. The use of the area creates income  for businesses from these 
off roaders who buy gas and groceries in the area before  heading to the 
Johnson Valley OHV Area. So in closing, PLEASE DO NOT EXPAND the 
Twenty-Nine Palms Marine Base into Johnson Valley as it would severely 
impact not only the Off-roaders who use this OHV area, but also the 
community who prospers from their usage and the people  who live in 
Johnson Valley. Johnson Valley has a much larger population than is 
widely known. Hundreds of families would be impacted by this expansion. 
With Sincere Regards, Heather Johnson 714-262-8174 
tranquillocutie@aol.com 12591 Whittier Avenue Brea, California 92821 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.2-21534 

 
 
Comment ID 2230 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please see attached letter for my comments about the Johnson Valley 

Expansion. Please do not expand the 29 Palms Marine Base into Johnson 
Valley, California. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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N.2-21535 

Comment ID: 2230 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2230: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, 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.2-21536 

Comment ID 2231 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please see attached letter for my comments about the Johnson Valley 

Expansion. Please do not expand the 29 Palms Marine Base into Johnson 
Valley, California. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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N.2-21537 

Comment ID: 2231 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2231: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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.   

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

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21538 

Comment ID 2232 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please see attached letter for my comments about the Johnson Valley 

Expansion. Please do not expand the 29 Palms Marine Base into Johnson 
Valley, California. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
 
 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21539 

Comment ID: 2232 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2232: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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.   

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

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21540 

Comment ID 2233 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
First Name 

 
Comment Please see attached letter for our comments about the Johnson Valley 

Expansion. Please do not expand the 29 Palms Marine Base into Johnson 
Valley, California. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
 
 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21541 

Comment ID: 2233 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2233: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, 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.2-21542 

Comment ID 2234 
 
Last Name Brady 

 
First Name Jeff 

 
Comment Johnson Valley recreation area is one of the best local riding areas. I visit it 

often with my family and friends. I think it is wrong to extend the marine 
base into this area when there is little area to recreate as it is. Why not 
expand in a different direction? Is it because the enviornmentalists would be 
too hard to fight? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment and suggestions for a project alternative.  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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2235 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not expand the 29 Palms Marine Base into Johnson Valley, 

California. See my attached document showing why. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. No attachment document was found on the 

project website. 
 
 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21543 

Comment ID 2236 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT EXPAND THE 29 PALMS MARINE BASE INTO 

JOHNSON VALLEY. PLEASE SEE ATTACHED DOCUMENT 
STATING WHY I FEEL SO STRONGLY ABOUT THIS. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
 
 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21544 

Comment ID: 2236 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2236: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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.   

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

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21545 

Comment ID 2237 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT EXPAND THE 29 PALMS MARINE BASE INTO 

JOHNSON VALLEY. PLEASE SEE ATTACHED LETTER SHOWING 
MY REASONS WHY. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
 
 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21546 

Comment ID: 2237 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2237: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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.   

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

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21547 

Comment ID 2238 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment PLEASE DO NOT EXPAND THE 29 PALMS MARINE BASE INTO 

JOHNSON VALLEY. PLEASE SEE ATTACHED LETTER SHOWING 
MY REASONS WHY WE ARE AGAINST THIS MOVE. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
 
 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21548 

Comment ID: 2238 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2238: 

Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 
importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis 
finds 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.   

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

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21549 

Comment ID 2239 
 
Last Name Tammone 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment The DEIS did not show the environmental impact of  civilian aircraft 

having to negotiate additional restricted areas, the DEIS needs to be 
updated with information about how the additional travel time will effect 
the environment. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see Section 4.7 of the EIS for 

information on expected impacts to Airspace Management; Jet Routes are 
discussed in this section. Section 4.7 describes expected significant impacts 
on Jet Routes transitting within the proposed restricted area. The Marine 
Corps is working with the FAA to minimize these impacts through 
advanced planning and coordination efforts. The Marine Corps is sensitive 
to the potential effects the airspace proposals could have on all commercial 
and civil aviation activities. The airspace proposals will be reviewed by the 
FAA in an Aeronautical Study which will examine potential impacts on all 
airspace uses and those measures to be discussed with the Marine Corps, 
airport operators, and other aviation interests, to minimize any impacts. The 
Marine Corps will also continue its outreach to the civil aviation 
community to discuss those issues and concerns affecting their operations 
within the Combat Center airspace environment and those measures that 
can be taken to best accommodate all aviation interests. 

 
Comment ID 2240 

 
Last Name Dunn 

 
First Name Sean 

 
Comment To Whom it May Concern: I am Sean Dunn with DunnTech Motorsports in 

Redlands CA. I build and maintain off-road race cars of all sorts. The off-
road races are my main source of advertising for my business. The business 
is my livelihood and the way I support my family. Off road racing is also 
my family's hobby and the way we spend all of our time. As race permits 
get denied and as public land is taken away, my business and family will be 
dramatically affected. It also forces all the racers into a very small area 
which has more impact on the land.  All off-road racers are willing to do 
whatever it takes to keep our public lands open. I hope that the denial of 
permits and the land closure proposals will be seriously reconsidered. Sean 
Dunn 
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Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 

Comment ID 2241 
 

Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 

First Name 
 

Comment I ask you to please choose an option that does not take the Johnson Valley 
Multi- Use area.  With the inception of the San Bernardino County OHV 
Ordinance we off-road recreationalists have been told to ride in the JV 
Multi-Use area. The JVMUA has already seen a dramatic increase in use 
by locals that used to ride in other areas of the county, I have seen this 
increase first hand.   My family has owned property in Landers for 37 years 
and bought it for the purpose of off- roading and did so in the surrounding 
area until the ordinance, I love the desert and exploring it on motorcycles 
and wanted to share that experience with my three sons and have all but 
lost the ability to so with my two youngest ones 11 and 6 with the 
exception of the vastness of the JVMUA. I am in full support of our great 
military, my 20 year old son is serving in the Navy on CVN65, his best 
friend is right now training at Camp Pendleton. I have two close friends in 
the Marines one of which served aboard MCAGCC 29 Palms for a time 
and is now back at Camp Pendleton, both have served in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. I understand the need for training but do please ask that 
another option besides taking JVMUA be found, I also am leery of the 
shared use plan as it seems problems could eventually cause that to be 
permanently taken. Thank You for your consideration 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21551 

Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
 
Response      Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2242 

 
Last Name Tammone 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment The DEIS did not show the impact of heavier class over 8,800 pounds 

GVW tow vehicles, towing large three axle trailers to attend racing events 
in Nevada or other areas. The DEIS needs to include the impact of towing 
race trucks because all alternatives other than NO action, or alternative 3 
will end Off Road truck racing at Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 2243 

 
Last Name Tammone 
 
First Name Thomas 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21552 

Comment Noise studies only show the noise levels at existing boundaries, the DEIS 
needs to also include the noise levels at proposed boundaries including F 18 
Hornets performing low level afterburner turns. Such as to escape and 
evade anti aircraft fire after weapons release. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2244 

 
Last Name Tammone 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment Comment period needs to be extended because of the complexity of the 

issues at hand, and the wrong address listed on the Federal Registry a long 
standing Official point of contact for these type of process, the 60 day 
extension requested by most organizations is more than reasonable. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 
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reached out to interested stakeholders to ensure that their concerns were 
identified. 

 
 
Comment ID 2245 

 
Last Name Simmons 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment I strongly ask that the Marine base take "no action" in their expansion or 

expand to the East of 29 Palms instead of taking portions of the Johnson 
Valley ORV area. The Johnson Valley ORV area has been used for decades 
by families and off-road enthusiasts as a wonderful recreational area. There 
are very few areas left in California for folks to do this --it would be an 
incredible loss for this to be taken over by the Base. Also, local businesses 
that support the ORV traffic will also be permanently affected. Please 
reconsider. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2246 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
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vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2247 

 
Last Name Tammone 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment California has a long history of having a difficult time meeting the air 

quality targets set by the EPA each year, because of this there is a very high 
probability any proposed alternative other that NO ACTION, will cause the 
State of California to fail and meet this mandate. Therefor the DEIS needs 
to include all the environmental damage including erosion, loss of the State 
of California's share of Federal Highway funds will cause due to lack of 
maintenance. 
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Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2248 

 
Last Name Dunn 

 
First Name Laura 

 
Comment To Whom it May Concern: I am Laura Dunn with DunnTech Motorsports 

in Redlands CA, my husband's business. We build and maintain off-road 
race cars of all sorts. The off-road races are our main source of advertising 
for the business. The business is our livelihood and the way we support our 
family. Off road racing is also our family's hobby and the way we spend all 
of our time. As race permits get denied and as public land is taken away, 
our business and family will be dramatically affected. It also forces all the 
racers into a very small area which has more impact on the land.  All off-
road racers are willing to do whatever it takes to keep our public lands 
open. I hope that the denial of permits and the land closure proposals will 
be seriously reconsidered. 
Laura Dunn 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2249 

 
Last Name Tammone 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment The DEIS dose not show substitutive need, lacks any real reason why the 

goals can not be meet within existing boundaries, just saying safety of the 
participants at the same time compromising the non participating publics 
safety is not acceptable. In-listed people assume a risk when they in-list, 
just like pilots assume a risk when they fly light aircraft, the pilots creed is 
you don't crash land on an occupied smooth field because the empty one 
was rocky. As an Aviator I always respected in-listed people and thought 
they shared the same train of thought. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2250 

 
Last Name Tammone 

 
First Name Thomas 

 
Comment As a mechanic my challenge has been to build a machine to fit the 

environment, all proposed alternatives other than alternative 3 or NO 
ACTION, will now force us to ask surrounding land managers to rebuild 
their environments to suite displaced vehicles. The DEIS needs to include 
the damage to the environment, displaced vehicles will cause as their use in 
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surrounding environments such as the San Bernardino National Forest, as 
this environment changes to suit displaced rock buggies from Johnson 
Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2251 

 
Last Name Lough 

 
First Name Doug 

 
Comment If in fact the base expansion is approved, what is the time line for cutting of 

the off-road useage of the area? Will the off-roaders going to be 
compensated by expanding into other areas so as not to concentrate the off-
roading to smaller, and more dangerous, proximity to others? What are the 
chances of a shared area to allow the base expansions buffer zone to still be 
used in an off-road capacity? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. A timeline for the proposed action has yet to be determined. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. Once a decision has been made, the Marine Corps would 
implement communication and notification procedures as outlined in the 
EIS, to maintain a steady and persistent engagement with local 
communities, stakeholders, and agencies during future management 
planning. 
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Comment ID 2252 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please go east this is all we have left from what has been a government land 

take over of all the areas I love to explore and it is already tough to live 
with the ever increasing sound levels that the base is putting on us . I live 
within site if little bagdad and see why we need to get our soldiers ready for 
combat but please go east and let us keep Our valley if you move west it 
will change our lives for ever and destroy what little the local merchants 
have to keep them above water. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2253 

 
Last Name Wood 

 
First Name Mary 

 
Comment I oppose the closure of the Johnson Valley OHV area as well as the 

expansion of the 29 Palms Marine Base.  The base expansion as proposed 
in the DEIS should be withdrawn. The Johnson Valley OHV area is a vital 
and critical component of off-road usage and recreation.  The South 
Western states of the USA derive significant economic benefit from off-
road usage, both enthusiast and racing.  Many industries rely partially or 
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exclusively on the recreational and professional use of lands in the Johnson 
Valley OHV area.  The Johnson Valley OHV area is also a vital 
recreational center for a great number of families.  It allows parents and 
children to spend time together in the outdoors. This is public land and 
should always remain public land. The Marine Corps have failed to justify 
their need for simultaneous training of 3 Marine Expeditionary Brigades. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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.   
 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2254 

 
Last Name Taylor 
 
First Name Duane 

 
Comment Please see attached Pdf document. Thank You. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2254 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2254 (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. 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.   

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, 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: 2254 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2254 (Page 2 of 2): 
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Comment ID 2255 
 
Last Name picker 

 
First Name joe 

 
Comment please do not close johnson valley. this my recreation area for me ,my kids 

and the all family. what else we going to do, watch tv with kids? that wont 
be very bonding experience.  joe picker 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2256 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not take this land. This is where I spend time with my family. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2257 

 
Last Name Parks 

 
First Name Brent 
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Comment The Base is big enough. Do not STEAL land from the general public! Any 
land taken for the base should be replaced, acre for acre, from the Bighorn 
Mountain area just south of the JV OHV area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2258 

 
Last Name Barstow 

 
First Name Tim 

 
Comment I would like to thank you all for your service, but I do believe that the land 

grab that your are trying to execute on Johnson Valley is unwarranted and 
unneeded. With all of the extremely large landholdings for the military in 
Southern California and Nevada, I believe that there currently exists more 
than enough land for the military to train without further acquisitions. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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Comment ID 2259 
 
Last Name Wikle 

 
First Name James 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2260 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment While I support our military,I would like to see the expansion to go East - 

NOT into Johnson Valley Rec area. I live in Yucca Valley, and enjoy off-
roading. and have been in the area for over 20 years. Beyond my personal 
desire to keep the area open, I am concerned with the economic impact that 
losing that area would have on our local businesses. Events held in that area 
bring much needed dollars to our local economy as thousands of people 
pass through here to get out to the Recreation Area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2261 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I support our military, but, I think Johnson Valley should be left as it is. 

Thanks for your consideration. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2262 

 
Last Name VANCE 

 
First Name PERRY 

 
Comment I fully support our military, but, I think Johnson Valley should be left as it 

is now. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2263 

 
Last Name VANCE 

 
First Name PERRY 

 
Comment I fully support our military, but, I think Johnson Valley should be left as it 

is now. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 2264 
 
Last Name VANCE 

 
First Name PERRY 

 
Comment I fully support our military, but, I think Johnson Valley should be left as it 

is now. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2265 

 
Last Name Lara 

 
First Name Jim 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
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Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2266 

 
Last Name Leighton 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. Sincerely, Robert H Leighton II 
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Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2267 

 
Last Name Salvador 

 
First Name Joe 

 
Comment JV is one of the fewest place left for the offroad community. Southern 

California depends on JV to be kept open as an OHV area. JV is the Mecca 
for offroaders especially for us Rock Crawlers. I would like my kids to be 
able to use this land and hope that when they grow up to be adults and 
parents, they too will have the oppurtunity to use the land of JV for OHV 
use. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2268 

 
Last Name Baker 

 
First Name Dana 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
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Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2269 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Any westward expansion would negatively impact the Johnson Valley 

OHV area as well as the local economy as many small businesses rely upon 
the income brought in by the recreational use of Johnson valley. In addition, 
the local economy shows their largest profits on weekends that have off-
road races in the Johnson Valley OHV area. Races such as the MORE 500 
and King of the Hammers bring thousands of competitors, spectators and 
vendors to this area. We respectfully ask that the Marines expand the base 
to the East per option 3. I honor the courage and sacrifice made by the US 
military to protect the freedoms our country enjoys and hope the Marines 
and off-road community can come to a mutually beneficial outcome. Thank 
you 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 2270 
 
Last Name Wukelich 

 
First Name Keith 

 
Comment I am very disappointed that the draft still includes shutting down some of 

the best four-wheeling in the country.  I fully support the need of our 
fighting men and women to have amply room to train, however shift the 
area over to leave out these premier trails.  This unfortunate situation 
smacks of the environmental land closure attitude that has been spreading 
across the US for the past 8 years. Please prove us wrong by moving the 
boundries and making all parties happy. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2271 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I currently support alternative A.  The Marine Corps has not adequately 

assessed its ability to use existing military resources, such as Fort Irwin, to 
conduct its training exercises.  Additionally, the Marine Corps' 
recommended alternative does not address the acquisition/opening of new 
OHV areas to mitigate the loss of land in Johnson Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2272 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2273 

 
Last Name McCafferty 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment I have enjoyed the openess of Johnson Valley and the ability to get away 

and ride in a open area, one of the few still left in California. If this land is 
taken by the Marine's it will be lost forever even if the politics of the world 
change, because of the use of active explosives the land will never be open 
to the public again due to these dangers. The military already has huge 
amounts of the California desert China Lake, Ft Irwin, 29 Palms, Edwards 
they should  be able to work with the land they have and leave the only 
open area to the people of Southern California.  Thank you,  Dave 
McCafferty 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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). 
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Comment ID 2274 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment This land is your land this land is my land. We need to keep this land open 

to everyone. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2275 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Removing the Johnson Valley OHV area from public access will turn many 

Southern California outdoor enthusiasts like me from pro military 
supporters into neutral to anti military voters. I email my congresswoman 
Mary Bono every year on issues I care about and monitor her voting record 
on those issues. I use that area numerous times per year for hiking, riding 
motorcycles, and hunting. The loss of that area from public domain WILL 
make me an opponent of the 29 Palms Marine Base. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 
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decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2276 
 
Last Name Steele 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission(as I served and trained there myself), there simply must be a 
better way to provide for adequate training while not essentially eliminating 
responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized recreationists. I 
encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing a new DEIS 
with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that allow for 
the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), and that 
recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has in the 
area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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 
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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. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2277 

 
Last Name Waiwood 

 
First Name Rob 

 
Comment Please review and consider the attached comments. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2277 (Page 1 of 4) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2277 (Page 1 of 4): 

LU-1:  

Thank you for your comment.  Text in Section 3.1, Land Use has 
been modified as suggested.   

 

LU-1
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Comment ID: 2277 (Page 2 of 4) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2277 (Page 2 of 4): 

GEO-1 & SOC-1:  

Section 4.12, Geological Resources and Section 4.3, Socioeconomics 
and Environmental Justice have been updated to further evaluate 
local and regional impacts with respect to mining claims, mineral 
resources, and other commodities.  

 

 

 
GEO-1

SOC-1
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Comment ID: 2277 (Page 3 of 4) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2277 (Page 3 of 4): 

NEPA-1:  

Thank you for your comment.  As noted 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).   NEPA-1
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Comment ID: 2277 (Page 4 of 4) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2277 (Page 4 of 4): 
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Comment ID 2278 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment LOVE you guys....BUT you are going the wrong direction. Go EAST. You 

are going to kill so many business and jobs. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2279 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Unless you provide substantially similar Off Highway Vehicle opportunity 

in the approximate same area at the time of closure, the OHV users will be 
invading the more limited OHV areas of the San Bernardino National 
Forest nearby. THERE HAS BEEN NO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STUDY DONE ON THE EFFECTS OF IMPACT TO THE San Bernardino 
National Forest of the Johnson Valley OHV park closure. Any 
knowledgeable person on this subject would likely agree this should be 
done. The results would show certain already stressed OHV routes in the 
SBNF would be greatly impacted by the many thousands of Johnson Valley 
OHV users flooding into parts of the SBNF. The study would likely 
conclude that due to the high impact on the SBNF the Johnson Valley OHV 
park must remain open; at least until a similar OHV facility in the area is 
open. To not do so will undoubtedly cause a extremely adverse 
environmental impact on the limited existing OHV routes in the SBNF. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2280 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am pro military. But this is outrageous. Taking our land for something 

than can be accomplished in other areas with much less impact to people, 
jobs, livlihoods, businesses. This is truly an environmental injustice. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
  



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21584 

Comment ID 2281 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment This will destroy our community. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2282 

 
Last Name Pessa 

 
First Name Ray 

 
Comment Naval Facilities Engineering Command,Southwest ATTN: 29 Palms EIS 

Project Manager Alternative #7  In speaking with a colleague recently I 
realized that all entities wishing to use public land in Johnson Valley 
requires a special use permit from the BLM such as the King of the 
Hammers event, Mojave Desert Racing program or the Sheriff Search and 
Rescue fundraiser etc.  I propose alternative #7 as an option for 29 palms 
training land/airspace project to achieve the necessary training a Marine 
Expeditionary Brigade. The Base liaison has stated that a two month period 
per year is what is necessary to achieve the required training. Determine 
which two months are preferable, apply and receive special use permit from 
the BLM for that period and close the entire Johnson Valley Open area of 
public land for that time frame. Enough notification to the public would 
eliminate the need to fence any area of base which will be necessary in the 
event of a permanent expansion into Johnson Valley. Create the needed 
MOA restrictions over the area as needed for close air support operations 
for that time frame.  I believe this alternative would meet most of the public 
concerns regarding the use of the public land. It will be necessary to identify 
the method in which ordinance clean-up will ensure public use after a MEB 
exercise. Certainly not all, but I offer this for your consideration and eagerly 
await your response. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
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Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 2.5 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2283 

 
Last Name Shaffer 

 
First Name Jeff 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
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highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2284 

 
Last Name Martinez 

 
First Name Samuel 

 
Comment Attached is the comment letter from LAFCO. Thank you for the 

opportunity to provide comments. 
 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2284 (Page 1 of 9) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2284 (Page 1 of 9): 

Thank you for your comment. The information provided has been 
reviewed and added to the EIS as appropriate.  

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.   

As indicated in Section 2.8 of the EIS, the Combat Center would 
complete and implement the Installation Energy and Sustainability 
Strategy (IESS) that balances water demands (including those 
associated with the proposed action) with water supplies by 
increasing water conservation, using more recycled water, importing 
water, treating lower quality groundwater, and/or other methods 
deemed appropriate.  The strategy would address sustainable water 
usage within the Combat Center, as well as regional water 
management, particularly if the strategy included groundwater 
extraction from other than the Surprise Spring aquifer.  
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N.2-21588 

Comment ID: 2284 (Page 2 of 9) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2284 (Page 2 of 9): 

Section 5.4.13.3 of the EIS states that “while acquisition of the Cadiz 
Inc. land may be beneficial for the water supply on the Combat 
Center, it would have a regionally significant impact because it 
would inhibit Cadiz from instituting their Conservation and Storage 
Project.” 

The EIS has been updated to reflect the change from Yucca Valley 
Fire Protection District to the San Bernardino County Fire Protection 
District.  The Final EIS has been modified as appropriate. 
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N.2-21589 

Comment ID: 2284 (Page 3 of 9) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2284 (Page 3 of 9): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21590 

Comment ID: 2284 (Page 4 of 9) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2284 (Page 4 of 9): 
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N.2-21591 

Comment ID: 2284 (Page 5 of 9) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2284 (Page 5 of 9): 
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N.2-21592 

Comment ID: 2284 (Page 6 of 9) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2284 (Page 6 of 9): 
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N.2-21593 

Comment ID: 2284 (Page 7 of 9) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2284 (Page 7 of 9): 
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N.2-21594 

Comment ID: 2284 (Page 8 of 9) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2284 (Page 8 of 9): 
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N.2-21595 

Comment ID: 2284 (Page 9 of 9) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2284 (Page 9 of 9): 
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N.2-21596 

Comment ID 2285 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Let me start of by saying this....My father is a Marine, my grand father is a 

Marine and my cousin is a Marine. I to did my duty and server my country, 
but not as a Marine. I definately believe in service and country. That being 
said, the loss of the Johnson Valley OHV and adjacent lands would be 
devistating to California. There are tens of thousands of residents that pack-
up the truck, trailer, camper, RV, family and "toys", heading to Johnson 
Valley. This generates millions in revinue both near Johnson Valley and the 
local markets where these families come from. This area is special to 
myself and 4x4 club that I go "wheeling" with. Please find a solution that 
does not close or restrict usage of Johnson Valley for the use of the public. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response    Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2286 

 
Last Name Scott 

 
First Name Michael 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
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N.2-21597 

not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need;  
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades.  While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. Mike Scott 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 
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N.2-21598 

Comment ID 2287 
 
Last Name Hall 

 
First Name Jamie 

 
Comment See attachment below. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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N.2-21599 

Comment ID: 2287 (Page 1 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2287 (Page 1 of 6): 

REC-1:   

Thank you for your comment. Comment noted. 

NEPA-1: 

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.  

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.   

  

 REC-1

NEPA-1
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N.2-21600 

Comment ID: 2287 (Page 2 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2287 (Page 2 of 6): 

AIR-1:  

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. 

BIO-1: 

Comment noted. The biological resources within the portion of 
Johnson Valley that fall within the land acquisition area are 
described in the Draft EIS.  The creosote grove known as “King 
Clone” does not fall within the acquisition area, but as noted in your 
comment, it and other biological resources could be affected by 
intensified OHV usage in the remaining Johnson Valley OHV Area 
for Alternatives 1, 2, 4, 5, and 6.  This potential intensification of 
usage is described in Section 4.2 Recreation, and based on ESA 
Section 7 consultation with USFWS additional text regarding the 
potential effects of this intensification has been added to Section 
4.10.2 and elsewhere in Section 4.10. 

LU-1: 

Section 4.1 of the EIS identifies Significant Impacts to Land Use 
Plans and Policies under each action alternative. Please see EIS 

AQ-1

AIR-1

BIO-1

 
LU-1

 
REC-2

 
SOC-1
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N.2-21601 

Comment ID: 2287 (Page 3 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2287 (Page 3 of 6): 

Table 4.1.3 for information on why particular alternatives would be 
significant impacts to Land Use Plans and Policies. 

REC-2:  

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. 

SOC-1:  

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

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- 

 
NOI-1

 
REC-3

 
SOC-2

PHS-1

 
SOC-3

 NEPA-2

 
GEN-1



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21602 

Comment ID: 2287 (Page 4 of 6) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2287 (Page 4 of 6): 

event noise modeling has been conducted and the results added to 
Section 4.9 of the Final EIS.      

REC-3:  

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. 

SOC-2:  

Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 noted in the EIS, there is expected to be a 
direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
dependent on limited recreational visitor spending. 

PHS-1:  

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. 
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N.2-21603 

Comment ID: 2287 (Page 5 of 6) Response to Comment 2287 (Page 5 of 6): 

SOC-3: 

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

NEPA-2: 

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.  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 
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N.2-21604 

Comment ID: 2287 (Page 6 of 6) Response to Comment 2287 (page 6 of 6): 

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. 

GEN-1: 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, 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.2-21605 

Comment ID 2288 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 
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Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2289 

 
Last Name Slavik 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment Dear interested parties, Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the 

expansion of the 29 Palms Marine base. I have spent many summer camps 
with the National Guard driving tanks in Ft. Erwin not far from your 
facility. I fully support our country's armed forces but am against the 
expansion of 29 Palms Marine Base west into Johnson Valley! I cannot 
support any of the proposed alternatives. I have recreated in the California 
Desert since the early 60's when most of the public desert land was 
accessable. As population pressure along with environmentalism grew, the 
OHV community was restricted to public land designated for that use with 
the expectation that that use would continue in perpetuity. The expansion 
into Johnson Valley would have dire environmental affects on the 
remaining OHV opportunity. My understanding is that there are 120,000 to 
150,000 visitors to Johnson Valley by actual count and many more that are 
casual users that can't be counted. Where are all these people going to go? 
The DEIS has not provided for mitigation for the impacts to other legal 
OHV opportunity as well as increased OHV activities on lands that have 
OHV restrictions.  Please consider these comments with the utmost 
seriousness, Thank you, Paul Slavik Commissioner, California State Parks, 
OHMVR Division 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 
Furthermore, 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 
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reduce these potentially significant impacts. Additional information 
regarding impacts from displaced OHV useage and the potential for illegal 
OHV use has been added to Section 4.2. 

 
 
Comment ID 2290 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please try Nevada 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2291 

 
Last Name Russell 

 
First Name Richard 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
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Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. Richard Russell Avid offroad 
family and long time users of the Johnson Valley OHV. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2292 

 
Last Name Schmitt 

 
First Name Carl 

 
Comment Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  I wish to strongly protest any 

inclusion of the western public areas in projected boundaries of the 29 
Palms Marine Base training areas.  International desert combat operations 
are beginning to wind down and the massive amounts of precious local 
environments and resources for the stated purposes is short-sighted at best. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2293 

 
Last Name Avels 

 
First Name Jamie 

 
Comment I stand with the American Motorcyclist Association, Blueribbon Coalition, 

Town of Apple Valley, Ca. Town of Yucca Valley, Ca., City of Twentynine 
Palms, Ca., Lucerne Valley, Ca. numerous motorcycle and 4x4 off highway 
vehicle groups and associations, and ask that you chose a NO-ACTION 
ALTERNATIVE for the 29 Palms training land acquisition. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2294 

 
Last Name Heck 

 
First Name Kimberly 

 
Comment Please reconsider your land acquisition into the Johnson Valley. The harm 

to our small community of Lucerne Valley will be extreme.  Thank you,  
Kimberly Heck 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 
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direct regional impacts from lost sales and tax revenue related to reduced 
recreational and film industry spending. 

 
 
Comment ID 2295 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Any westward expansion would negativly impact the Johnson Valley OHV 

area as well as the local economy as many small buisneses rely upon the 
income brought in by the recreational use of Johnson valley. In addition, the 
local economy shows their largest profits on weekends that have off-road 
races in the Johnson Valley OHV area. Races such as the MORE 500 and 
King of the Hammers bring thousands of competitors, spectaters and 
vendors to this area. We ask that the Marines expand the base to the East 
per option 3. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2296 

 
Last Name Clarke 
 
First Name Ken 

 
Comment It is clear from General James F. Amos's 2011 report to Congress on the 

Posture of the Marine Corps that there is no need to train 3 MEB's. I have 
included quotes from General James F. Amos. Ken Clarke  CURRENT 
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quotes from General James F. Amos, Commandant of the Marine Corps: 
"But we see that's probably what the world is going to look like for the next 
two decades. A lot more information there, but we think that's going to be 
our backyard because this is primarily the littorals, because these are kind 
of the nasty missions and things that, quite honestly, don't require 20,000 
Marines on the ground. They may only require a Marine rifle company; 
they may require a training team to go in and help train border police of 
some of the nations that we want to help gird up and secure their borders." 
"We know we're a second land army; we've got to get back to our 
amphibious roots, we've got to€“ and then all of a sudden people started 
using that language. And then they became critical of us: Well, we don't 
need another second land army." "And we're making efforts. We already 
cancelled some programs that we not only didn't need but were way too big 
and way too heavy." "We are going to lighten the Marine Corps. We're an 
air-ground task force. Now, it's going to take “ it'll go past “ it'll go to the 
36th and probably the 37th commandant, but we are going to do it. And 
we're in the process of doing it right now." "I refer to our Marine Corps 
today as a"middleweight force." I liken it to boxing: If you're a 
middleweight boxer, you can box up into the heavyweight division, or you 
can box down into a lightweight division by simply changing your weight 
and your training regimen. The same is true for the Marine Corps. We fill 
the void in our nation's defense for an agile force that is comfortable 
operating at the high and the low ends of the threat spectrum, or the 
ambiguous areas in between. Larger than special operations forces but 
lighter and more expeditionary than conventional Army units, we engage 
and respond quickly, often from the sea with enough force to carry the day 
upon arrival." 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21612 

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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2297 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I strongly oppose the expansion into Johnson Valley for the following 

reasons... 1. The land mass of Johnson Valley totals nearly 200,000 acres. It 
is the largest designated OHV area in the country. The impact of it's closure 
would adversely affect the already limited resources available to off-road 
enthusiast in the region.  2. The closure would negatively impact remaining 
OHV areas both concerning the environment as well as personal safety as a 
result of increased and heavily concentrated use. Injury and even death will 
likely increase from over population of other BLM and Forest Service 
managed lands in the future should the base extend into Johnson Valley. 3. 
Increased use of Federal, State, and Local public lands will put additional 
pressure on land managers resulting in greater restriction 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. 4. In the San Bernardino County portion of the 
Mojave desert the military currently uses areas of Federal land for China 
Lake Naval Weapons Center, Fort Irwin National Training Center, Twenty 
Nine Palms Marine Corp Air Ground Combat Center, and a portion of 
Edwards Air Force Base. This along with countless Wilderness designated 
areas already severely restricts public motorized access on public lands. 
Other western States with similar topography should be studied. 5. The 
USMC should study cooperative use of existing military bases, including all 
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branches of the U.S. Military, to accommodate their training goals. The 
USMC has indicated in their scoping meetings that training exercises would 
be held only once or twice each year. China Lake, Fort Irwin and other 
nearby military bases may provide the needed land area for live fire 
training, while also allowing the opportunity to train for mobilization. This 
may not only meet the Marine Corps training objectives, but also provide a 
more effective and efficient use of Federal lands. 6. Expansion to the east 
would only require de-designation of a small portion of the Sheephole 
Valley Wilderness. Although political leaders have shown resistance to the 
idea, military training is a benefit to the entire Nation and the responsibility 
should be shared equitably among all Americans, not just off-road 
enthusiast. The number of designated wilderness areas far outnumber 
designated OHV areas in the Mojave desert. 7. Once used for live military 
fire, Johnson Valley would become an area restricted and off-limits to future 
generations in perpetuity, regardless if the needs of the USMC change and 
diminish in the future. Respectfully,  Ed Hills 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
 
Response 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.  

 
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 
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carried forward for analysis in the EIS. Ultimately, Congress will make the 
final decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2298 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To Whom it may concern: I understand the importance of having a proper 

training environement for our Military and Johnson Valley may be very 
appealing, but this area is one of the last open areas left for off-road 
enthusiasts to enjoy. There used to be so many options for off-roaders to 
enjoy but over the past three decades many areas have been closed down 
leaving very few choices that are still close to Los Angeles. Please consider 
another locations besides an existing off-road recreation area. There must 
be some BLM land that would be viable a military training location.  
Sincerely, Donny Sandusky 310 334 
9736 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 
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Comment ID 2299 
 
Last Name Clarke 

 
First Name Ken 

 
Comment The Marine Corps published the wrong address for where t o send 

comments. This has caused much confusion.  It seems to me that The 
Marine Corps should with draw the DEIS and start over and follow NEPA 
to the letter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2300 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment please do not take any more of our riding area.  we have so little area that 

we as a family can go 
 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2301 

 
Last Name Diamond 

 
First Name R 

 
Comment [please see attached] 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2301 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2301 (Page 1 of 2): 

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.     
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Comment ID: 2301 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2301 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21619 

Comment ID 2302 
 
Last Name Wood 

 
First Name Dave 

 
Comment I am writing to oppose the Twenty-nine Palms Training Land Acquisition 

Project. The DEIS for the project is defective, and its analysis of related 
impacts is inadequate. The only alternative I can support is the "No Action" 
alternative. Any other alternative would pose unacceptable economic and 
recreational losses to the people of South-Western United States. My family 
and I have been using this land for decades. We relax on it, we race on it, 
we drive on it, we spend time together as a family. The public deserts such 
as the Johnson Valley OHV area and BLM land in general is a critical and 
integral part of our family life. It allows us and our children to experience 
nature, get exercise and enjoy ourselves. We visit these deserts many times 
a year, we plan our homes and our lives and our purchases around it. To 
support our hobby we buy motorcycles, cars, safety gear, camping 
equipment, food, lights, tires, and countless other products, resources and 
services. Each loss of public land impacts the towns and cities that service 
people like us in the off-road community. Every time we use or visit the 
desert we spend money in these towns, before, during and after our trip. 
Places like Barstow, Victorville, 29 Palms, all would unfortunately receive 
less money from my family and I as a result of reduced recreational and off-
road sporting opportunities. Additionally, closing public lands reduces 
public safety. When public land is lost, the desert users are forced into less 
and less space. This inevitably increases the chances of accidents and 
thereby reduces our safety. The existing DEIS is inadequate and it's 
findings in regards to local impact are in contradiction with my own life-
long experiences. The "Preferred Alternative" in the DEIS must be rejected 
on the basis that it is immoral to take the limited public land away from the 
public on such poorly demonstrated grounds as expressed in the DEIS. I can 
only support the "No Action" alternative. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2303 

 
Last Name Rimer 

 
First Name Douglas 

 
Comment As an avid off road motorcycle rider and racer, my family and friends have 

for many years cherished our use of the Johnson Valley area for recreation, 
healthy competition and camraderie. There are fewer and fewer legal 
alternative areas to participate in the truly unique experience of off-road 
riding, not only for current enthusiasts, but for generations to come.  
Closure of the Johnson Valley ORV area denies the public an opportunity 
to introduce young people to an intensely physical challenge in a 
spectacular natural environment, to teach them toughness and 
sportsmanship, and to appreciate that there is a refuge from the day-to-day 
stress beyond the city limits. Not all terrain is the same; I do not know if 
military training requires the specific terrain that Johnson Valley has to 
offer, but it is a unique place for off-road riders that cannot be substituted or 
replaced. So the effect of a closure will truly be felt by many people that 
really care about this. I can only hope it is possible for decision makers to 
make an effort approach this issue with an open mind, and keep in mind 
that families such as theirs are being significantly impacted by their 
decisions. Our government was founded on the principals of "for the 
people, by the people", and the people are trying to send a message that the 
closure of Johnson Valley is an unacceptable outcome. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2304 

 
Last Name Cleveland 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Please see comments uploaded in attached pdf. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2304 (Page 1 of 5) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2304 (Page 1 of 5): 

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).    

Please see Appendix M of the Final EIS for information on alternate 
OHV areas and some associated environmental 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. 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  
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Comment ID: 2304 (Page 2 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2304 (Page 2 of 5): 

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 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 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. 

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. 

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 
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Comment ID: 2304 (Page 3 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2304 (Page 3 of 5): 

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 
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). 

The EIS evaluates impacts to cultural resources under each of the 
action alternatives (see Section 4.11).  As noted in the EIS, impacts 
to cultural resources would be significant under any action 
alternative. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, 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: 2304 (Page 4 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2304 (Page 4 of 5): 
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Comment ID: 2304 (Page 5 of 5) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2304 (Page 5 of 5): 
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Comment ID 2305 
 
Last Name Diamond 

 
First Name R 

 
Comment [please see attached] 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2305 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2305 (Page 1 of 2): 

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.     
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Comment ID: 2305 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2305 (Page 2 of 2): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21630 

Comment ID 2306 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment -- 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Please see the response to comment to letters 2304 and 2305. 

 
 
Comment ID 2307 
 
Last Name aRMSTRONG 

 
First Name Sean 

 
Comment please do not close johnson valley, its the last open riding area in so cal. 

more people will get hurt when you close riding areas because it makes the 
remaining open ones that much more crowded. and you guys are marines, 
you won ww2 in the pacific. why do you need this land now? osama is 
dead. my father was a marine during vietnam and he still rides with us and 
he's 60! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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.  

 
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 
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distances for operation of the three battalions required for MEB-sized 
training. 

 
 
Comment ID 2308 

 
Last Name Oggins 

 
First Name Cy 

 
Comment Please see attached file. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2308 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2308 (Page 1 of 3): 

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 
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.  
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Comment ID: 2308 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2308 (Page 2 of 3): 
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Comment ID: 2308 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2308 (Page 3 of 3): 
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Comment ID 2309 
 
Last Name Johnston 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment Naval Facilities Engineering Command, Southwest  ATTN: 29Palms EIS 

Project Manager  1220 Pacific Highway San Diego, CA 92132-5190  Re: 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement on 29Palms Base expansion Dear 
Sir: The DEIS states:  Potential impacts from six action alternatives and the 
No- Action Alternative have been analyzed.  Potential impacts have been 
analyzed for land use, recreation, socioeconomics and environmental 
justice, public health and safety, visual resources, transportation and 
circulation, airspace management, air quality, noise, biological resources, 
cultural resources, geological resources, and water resources. Cumulative 
effects of the proposed action in conjunction with other past, present, or 
reasonably foreseeable future actions are also analyzed. 3.11 Cultural 
Resources. The DEIS states that cultural resources would be managed in 
accordance with the provisions of federal laws and regulations as well as 
Marine Corps policy. The Programmatic Agreement (PA) Between the 
United States Marine Corps and the California State Historic Preservation 
Officer Regarding Operation, Maintenance, Training and Construction at 
the United States Marine Air Ground Task Force Training Command, 
Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center, Twentynine Palms, California, 
would be amended to include any lands acquired as a consequence of the 
proposed action alternative. The Table on Page 29 states under Alternative 
1, Cultural Resources: Less than Significant Impacts (LSI):  Direct and 
indirect impacts may result from weapons fire, MEB operations, group and 
individual traffic, battalion movements, aviation Weapons Danger Zone, 
and construction.  Special Conservation Measures and other measures 
would be implemented to avoid or reduce impacts to resources. No Impacts 
(NI):  No impact anticipated from airspace establishment. Similar 
judgements are made in this Table and elsewhere for the other Alternatives. 
However, the DEIS only analyzes all these things within the areas being 
studied for acquisition, where there are few if any residents. It is therefore a 
contradiction to imply that residents and Cultural Resources outside the EIS 
area will not be impacted, when the public scoping issues (4.3.1.3) include:  
Decrease of revenue and employment and associated tax revenue from 
tourism recreational and film industries  Devaluation of surrounding private 
property.  Increased costs to federal, state and local jurisdictions for 
increased law enforcement. All would occur outside the acquisition study 
boundaries. Therefore this contradiction must be corrected, and these and 
other communities which are neighbors to the Base must be included in all 
analyses, and in particular under Cultural Resources. It must also be stated 
that the DEIS did not do this. 
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Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
 
Response Thank you for your comment. Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 
to the 1938 Small-Tract Homestead Act.  

 
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 and film industry spending. In addition, the EIS acknowledges 
potential impacts to property values due to increased noise and proximity to 
military operating areas (see Section 4.3 of the EIS). The EIS concludes 
that any reduction in property value would likely be marginal and less than 
significant. 

 
 
Comment ID 2310 

 
Last Name Johnston 

 
First Name David 
 
Comment Naval Facilities Engineering Command, Southwest ATTN: 29Palms EIS 

Project Manager 1220 Pacific Highway San Diego, CA 92132-5190  Re: 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement on 29Palms Base expansion Dear 
Sir: The DEIS states: Potential impacts from six action alternatives and the 
No- Action Alternative have been analyzed. Potential impacts have been 
analyzed for land use, recreation, socioeconomics and environmental 
justice, public health and safety, visual resources, transportation and 
circulation, airspace management, air quality, noise, biological resources, 
cultural resources, geological resources, and water resources. Cumulative 
effects of the proposed action in conjunction with other past, present, or 
reasonably foreseeable future actions are also analyzed. 3.11 Cultural 
Resources. The DEIS states that cultural resources would be managed in 
accordance with the provisions of federal laws and regulations as well as 
Marine Corps policy. The Programmatic Agreement (PA) Between the 
United States Marine Corps and the California State Historic Preservation 
Officer Regarding Operation, Maintenance, Training and Construction at 
the United States Marine Air Ground Task Force Training Command, 
Marine Corps Air Ground Combat Center, Twentynine Palms, California, 
would be amended to include any lands acquired as a consequence of the 
proposed action alternative. The Table on Page 29 states under Alternative 
1, Cultural Resources: Less than Significant Impacts (LSI):  Direct and 
indirect impacts may result from weapons fire, MEB operations, group and 
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individual traffic, battalion movements, aviation Weapons Danger Zone, 
and construction.  Special Conservation Measures and other measures 
would be implemented to avoid or reduce impacts to resources. No Impacts 
(NI):  No impact anticipated from airspace establishment. Similar 
judgements are made in this Table and elsewhere for the other Alternatives. 
However, the DEIS only analyzes all these things within the areas being 
studied for acquisition, where there are few if any residents. It is therefore a 
contradiction to imply that residents and Cultural Resources outside the EIS 
area will not be impacted, when the public scoping issues (4.3.1.3) include:  
Decrease of revenue and employment and associated tax revenue from 
tourism recreational and film industries  Devaluation of surrounding private 
property.  Increased costs to federal, state and local jurisdictions for 
increased law enforcement. All would occur outside the acquisition study 
boundaries.  Therefore this contradiction must be corrected, and these and 
other communities which are neighbors to the Base must be included in all 
analyses, and in particular under Cultural Resources. It must also be stated 
that the DEIS did not do this. The communities of Johnson Valley, Landers, 
Flamingo Heights, Yucca Mesa and Wonder Valley border the existing base 
and the planned expansion areas. They were founded under the 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 
to the 1938 Small-Tract Homestead Act.  

 
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 and film industry spending. In addition, the EIS acknowledges 
potential impacts to property values due to increased noise and proximity to 
military operating areas (see Section 4.3 of the EIS). The EIS concludes 
that any reduction in property value would likely be marginal and less than 
significant. 
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Comment ID 2311 
 
Last Name Schneider 

 
First Name Amanda 

 
Comment Please see attached comment letter. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2311 (Page 1 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2311 (Page 1 of 6): 

GEN-1: 

Comment noted.  

GEN-1
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Comment ID: 2311 (Page 2 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2311 (Page 2 of 6): 

NEPA-1: 

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

NEPA-1
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Comment ID: 2311 (Page 3 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2311 (Page 3 of 6): 

TRN-1: 

Thank you for your comment.  As discussed in Section 4.6.4, 
transportation impacts under Alternative 3 would be significant, even 
with implementation of the potential mitigation measure listed.  The 
EIS identified no significant impacts to transportation under all other 
action alternatives.   

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, 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).  Loss of 
future mining potential as it relates to implementation of Alternative 
3, is addressed in Section 4.3.4.1 of the EIS.  

TRN-1

SOC-1
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Comment ID: 2311 (Page 4 of 6) 

  
 

 

Response to Comment 2311 (Page 4 of 6): 

SOC-2: 

Comment noted.  

 

SOC-1

 

SOC-2
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Comment ID: 2311 (Page 5 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2311 (Page 5 of 6): 

AQ-1: 

Comment noted. 

REC-1: 

Comment noted. 

 

 SOC-2

AQ-1

REC-1
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Comment ID: 2311 (Page 6 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2311 (Page 6 of 6): 

GEN-2: 

Comment noted. 

 REC-1

 

GEN-2
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Comment ID 2312 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not take the Johnson Valley OHV area. The OHV areas around 

the greater Los Angeles area have a hard enough time supporting the many 
outdoor enthusiasts in this area. Thank you. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 2313 

 
Last Name Johnston 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment My Grandparents homesteaded our property in 1956 and still live there off 

of Ranch road on the south side of the base. I have grown up there and 
stayed out of trouble, Is it too much to ask for my children to have the same 
place and enviroment to grow up in? I dont think so... We are all about the 
military and take a huge amout of pride in them and our family members 
that serve and have served, and died for us and our country! But I do 
believe this base expansion is not needed! Thank You -David Johnston  

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 2314 

 
Last Name MUNSON 

 
First Name BETTY 

 
Comment COMMENT ATTACHED SUBMITTED BY BETTY MUNSON, 

SECRETARY 
 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2314 (Page 1 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2314 (Page 1 of 6): 

CR-1, CR-2 

Thank you for your comment.  Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 to the 1938 Small-Tract 
Homestead Act. 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 and film 
industry spending.   

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. 

SOC – 1 

The EIS acknowledges potential impacts to property values due to 
increased noise and proximity to military operating areas (see 
Section 4.3 of the EIS).  The EIS concludes that any reduction in 
property value would likely be marginal and less than significant. 

 

     

 

CR-1
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Comment ID: 2314 (Page 2 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2314 (Page 2 of 6): 

NEPA – 1 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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.   

NEPA – 2 

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 4.3 of the EIS 
explains that the Marine Corps considered potential socioeconomic 
mitigation measures but determined that none were feasible and that 
each alternative would result in less than significant unmitigable 
impacts. 

CR-3 

Comment noted. 

 

 

CR-1

 

CR-2
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Comment ID: 2314 (Page 3 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2314 (Page 3 of 6): 

SOC-2 

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

SOC-3 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts (see Section 4.3). As 
noted in the EIS, there is expected to be lost tax revenue related to 
reduced recreational and film industry spending. Section 4.3 clearly 
identifies the expected decline in county and local sales tax revenue, 
for each action alternative. 

SOC-4 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each action 
alternative. As noted in the EIS, Alternative 3 would be expected to 
lead to potential net job losses while Alternatives 1,2,4,5 and 6 
would be expected to lead to potential net job increases. Estimates of 
changes in Net jobs are calculated on a county-wide basis.  

NEPA-3 

Comment noted. 

SOC-5 

Comment noted. The Marine Corps has not made a decision on what 
two months of the year that the RPAA would be closed to public use. 

 

CR-2

NOI-1

 

SOC-1

NEPA-1

NEPA-2

 

CR-3
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Comment ID: 2314 (Page 4 of 6) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2314 (Page 4 of 6): 

GEN-1 

Comment noted.  

GEN-2 

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. 

 

 

CR-3

SOC-2

SOC-3

 

SOC-4
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Comment ID: 2314 (Page 5 of 6) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2314 (Page 5 of 6): 

 

SOC-4

NEPA-3

SOC-5
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N.2-21652 

Comment ID: 2314 (Page 6 of 6) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2314 (Page 6 of 6): 

 

 

SOC-5

GEN-1

GEN-2
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Comment ID 2315 
 
Last Name Nuaimi 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment Please find a letter from the Town of Yucca Valley regarding the proposed 

expansion project.  Should you have any questions, please feel free to 
contact us at your convenience. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2315 (Page 1 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2315 (Page 1 of 4): 

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.   

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 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-1 
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Comment ID: 2315 (Page 2 of 4) 

 

Response to Comment 2315 (Page 2 of 4): 

    

 

SOC-1

SOC-2
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Comment ID: 2315 (Page 3 of 4) 

 

Response to Comment 2315 (Page 3 of 4): 

SOC-2:  

The EIS acknowledges incomplete or unavailable information with 
respect to visitor usage of the Johnson Valley OHV area, therefore, 
in accordance with CEQ regulations the Marine Corps conducted 
interviews with BLM and other key 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. 

AIR-1:  

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.   

 

 

SOC-2

AIR-1

NOI-1
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Comment ID: 2315 (Page 4 of 4) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2315 (Page 4 of 4): 

NOI-1:  

It is standard procedure for pilots to avoid flights over towns and 
other noise sensitive areas that are briefed to pilots and noted in their 
local flight procedures.  Flights over such areas should not occur 
unless a pilot is required to do so due to an emergency or other such 
precautionary condition.  Please contact the Marine Corps Air 
Ground Combat Center at Twentynine Palms if you observe any 
aircraft flights over Yucca Valley that you consider to be a deviation 
from what is presented in the 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.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action.  The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and 
involvement in the NEPA process. 

 

NOI-1

 

GEN-1
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Comment ID 2316 
 
Last Name MUNSON 

 
First Name BETTY 

 
Comment 5.3.2.9 Senate Bill (SB) 2921: California Desert Protection Act of 2010 

Number 1) this bill never got out of committee. Vigorous opposition was 
expressed to Senator Feinstein both before and after its introduction, by 
Homestead Valley residents and other neighbors of the Base. 
The"protection" of the desert by further closures of public lands far 
outweighed any"protection" of recreation promised by this bill. Five areas 
designated decades ago as off- highway recreation areas were 
given"permanent" designation. The largest€“equal in space to all the others 
combined€“was  Johnson Valley,  and only the areas the Marines did not 
want were to be designated as"permanent." Number 2) a similar bill (S 138) 
was introduced in 2011. Off-road recreation has the least emphasis and is 
included to convince off-road enthusiasts that the bill should be supported. 
It is NOT supported, as Johnson Valley is the premier open recreation area 
in the country, and westward expansion of the Marine Base will leave only 
remnants for public access. All mentions of this bill in the DEIS must be 
deleted, as they are misleading as to the effects of the Marine base 
expansion westward, on recreation, on Johnson Valley, on the surrounding 
communities who suffer loss of revenue with loss of OHV visitors, and on 
other recreational areas in the state which will have increased safety 
problems brought on by overcrowding. Thank you, Betty Munson 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

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

 
 
Comment ID 2317 

 
Last Name Holloway 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Dear Sirs,  My son wrote you earlier in regards to my property. I realize the 

deadline is today and I am very much concerned with the base expansion 
being so close to my property. I own two homes. The addresses are 1065 
Ranch Road., 29 Palms, CA 92777 and 75150 Larkspur Rd., 29 Palms, CA 
92277. They are within 200 feet of each other. As my son, Jack Holloway, 
wrote you earlier, our family has been visiting and occasionally living here 
for over 50 years My sister Shirley and Larry Johnston currently live just 
down the street. We believe the current base boundaries are adequate in our 
area. Currently the base boundaries are approximately 1 to 2 miles north of 
our homes.  The proposed base boundaries are way too close to our homes. 
They are approximately 300 feet from our homes. The noise will be 
deafening and the noise modeling does not address the impacts of modern 
weaponry used so close to our homes. Again, the current boundaries are 
adequate. To keep the boundaries where they are currently will only be a 
minor adjustment in your proposal. My wife and I, and my son's family 
planned on moving to these homes and enjoying our retirement. We do not 
feel an adequate study as been completed in regards to the impact. I have 
forwarded my concerns to other family members and collectively we would 
like the DEIS to address our concerns. Here is what we would like 
addressed:  The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) fails to 
adequately consider and analyze the socioeconomic and environmental 
justice impacts to the property owners and residents near the proposed 
southern boundary expansion area. The DEIS must also fully and 
adequately consider the short-term and long-term impacts to housing in the 
area immediately adjacent to and in the vicinity of the proposed southern 
boundary realignment. To correct for this shortcoming, the DEIS must 
provide additional analysis to address the circumstance explained above and 
for other similar situations.  In addition, several of our properties were 
homesteaded and we believe this fact should be included in the DEIS and 
carefully considered. Are these areas protected? 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
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Response 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.  

 
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.  
 
In accordance with EO 12898 Criteria 1 and 2 for assessing environmental 
justice impacts, no impacts would occur with respect to environmental 
justice (please see section 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2318 

 
Last Name Bargman 

 
First Name Jeanne 

 
Comment more time is needed for the review process 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2319 

 
Last Name Holloway 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment I sent you an email a minute ago and forgot to add my address. Please 

attach this address to my previous comment that is linked to 
fyrduty@aol.com. Thanks, John Holloway 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. As requested your email address has been 

added to your previous comment (Comment ID 2317). 
 
 
Comment ID 2320 

 
Last Name Anderson 

 
First Name Ileene 

 
Comment Please find attached the Center for Biological Diversity's comments on the 

proposed land expansion for MCAGCC 29 Palms.  I will also be sending a 
hardcopy with the references on a CD today.   Thanks very much for the 
opportunity to submit these comments.  Ileene Anderson 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2320 (Page 1 of 20) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 1 of 20): 

Thank you for your comment.  This letter is a duplicate to Comment 
ID: N-18664.  Please see response provided for that comment. 
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Comment ID: 2320 (Page 2 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 2 of 20): 
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Comment ID: 2320 (Page 3 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 3 of 20): 
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Comment ID: 2320 (Page 4 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 4 of 20): 
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N.2-21666 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 5 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 5 of 20): 
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N.2-21667 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 6 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 6 of 20): 
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N.2-21668 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 7 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 7 of 20): 
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N.2-21669 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 8 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 8 of 20): 
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N.2-21670 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 9 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 9 of 20): 
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N.2-21671 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 10 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 10 of 20): 
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N.2-21672 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 11 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 11 of 20): 
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N.2-21673 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 12 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 12 of 20): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21674 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 13 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 13 of 20): 
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N.2-21675 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 14 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 14 of 20): 
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N.2-21676 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 15 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 15 of 20): 
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N.2-21677 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 16 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 16 of 20): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21678 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 17 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 17 of 20): 
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N.2-21679 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 18 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 18 of 20): 
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N.2-21680 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 19 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 19 of 20): 
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N.2-21681 

Comment ID: 2320 (Page 20 of 20) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2320 (Page 20 of 20): 
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Comment ID 2321 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment For once and for all start listening to the middle man's comments 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2322 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please see attached document 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2322 (Page 1 of 4) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2322 (Page 1 of 4): 

Thank you for your comment.  Sections 3.11 and 4.11 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 to the 1938 Small-Tract 
Homestead Act.  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 and film 
industry spending.  In addition, the EIS acknowledges potential 
impacts to property values due to increased noise and proximity to 
military operating areas (see Section 4.3 of the EIS).  The EIS 
concludes that any reduction in property value would likely be 
marginal and less than significant. 

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. 
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Comment ID: 2322 (Page 2 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2322 (Page 2 of 4): 
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N.2-21685 

Comment ID: 2322 (Page 3 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2322 (Page 3 of 4): 
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N.2-21686 

Comment ID: 2322 (Page 4 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2322 (Page 4 of 4): 
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N.2-21687 

Comment ID 2323 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Sirs,   I have been camping, 4-wheeling, and working with the BigHorn 

sheep in your proposed closure areas for many years. As A member of The 
Society For the Conservation of BigHorn Sheep, we have been trying to 
increase their population back to historical levels and keep them off the 
endangered species list. It is a huge struggle but gradually their population 
is rising. Your proposed growth happens to be in wonderful sheep habitat, 
and I can't imagine tanks, bombs, artillery and personnel will be of any 
possible beneffit to them!   Just exactly how much land does the military 
need? I spent my time in the Air Force, and I am certainly pro military, but 
this expansion seems crazy.  I would like to see an extension of the 
comment period, and I really wonder how you will keep ordinance out of 
the public use areas. I have personally seen ordinance on my excursions in 
the desert and you don't seem to be able to keep your ordinance where it 
belongs, and then you don't even clean it up. I wonder what your excuse 
will be when an innocent child or adult is hurt or killed due to your lack of 
responsibility.   It seems as though the military has about 1/4 of the 
southwest now as military use areas. I did not see any proposals to just 
leave the land alone.  Once you have it, it will never be open to the public 
again. That's ashame. The desert is a beautiful area for expolring, 
recreation, camping, photography, etc. Why ruin it forever for the rest of 
us???????  I understand your need to practice to keep our shores safe, but it 
seems you are taking away from the public, the very things you are 
supposed to be protecting! Our land. Sincerely, Robert Bissell 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  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 wildlife species.   

 
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.   
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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. 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 discussed in Section 2.4.7 of the EIS, the No-Action Alternative has 
been 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2324 

 
Last Name Sall 

 
First Name April 

 
Comment See attachement 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2324 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2324 (Page 1 of 3): 

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.  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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current 
recreational opportunities and uses would continue to be available
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Comment ID: 2324 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2324 (Page 2 of 3): 

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 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. 

The EIS evaluates socioeconomic impacts under each of the action 
alternatives (see Section 4.3). As noted in the EIS, there is expected 
to be a direct economic impact to individual small businesses that are 
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 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.
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Comment ID: 2324 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2324 (Page 3 of 3):  

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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Comment ID 2325 
 
Last Name Bland 

 
First Name David 

 
Comment I would like to question the necessity of expanding the Marine Corp 

training area into one of the most popular OHV areas in California. I have 
been using this area with my family for many years, and hope to continue 
using it with my children. Thousands of others feel the same way. I urge 
you to consider the impact of this project and evaluate the necessity of this 
project as it pertains to the current and future predicted resources of the 
Marine Corp. Will this land truly be utilized as much as claimed or will it 
simply be an inefficient use of space? I ask you to compare the goals of this 
project (which has been planned for many years and possible outdated) to 
the proposed future of the Marine Corp (as described by General James 
Amos in his 2011 report to Congress). I fully support the need for a well 
trained United States military, but request your careful consideration before 
removing our freedoms to visit our favorite areas in the interest of our 
"freedom". 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 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 
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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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2326 

 
Last Name welch 

 
First Name timothy 

 
Comment To whom it may concern,  The Johnson valley OHV area has long been a 

favorite spot for my family and friends to gather and enjoy OHV and 
camping activities. The loss of this area will no doubt greatly impact my 
family's ability to enjoy OHV activities as its closure would no doubt cause 
larger crowds at other local spots making it potentially unsafe due to 
increased traffic in the neighboring OHV areas. Please leave this OHV area 
to the public as available OHV areas like these are very rare and are 
extremely valuable destinations for good family activities like camping and 
OHV riding. Best Regards,  Tim Welch 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
 
Response 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 
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opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. 

 
 
Comment ID 2327 

 
Last Name Murray 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment I'm all for the expansion 100%! It will bring more jobs to the 29 Palms area, 

I'm a retired military business owner. In 29 Palms you either get the 
opportunity to get a job on the Marine base or work for MUSD. They are 
the 2 largest employers in this area. Jobs are so scarce, so me & my wife 
opened up our own place of business. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the decision-

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

 
 
Comment ID 2328 

 
Last Name Turk 

 
First Name Laraine 

 
Comment Please see attached PDF document for the Morongo Basin Conservation 
 Association. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2328 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2328 (Page 1 of 2): 

NEPA-1:   

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.   

REC-1:   

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 supplemental Recreation Study 
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-1

REC-1

REC-2
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Comment ID: 2328 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

Response to Comment 2328 (Page 2 of 2): 

REC-2:   

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 supplemental Recreation Study 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-2 and GEN-1:   

The Marine Corps appreciated your comment and suggestions.  As 
discussed in Section 2.5 of the EIS, if legislation affecting the 
proposed acquisition study area is passed by Congress and becomes 
law, the BLM and DoN would prepare a Recreation Management 
Plan and amend existing Resource Management Plans (i.e., Natural 
and Cultural Resource Management Plans) to reflect changes 
brought about by any such law, and would define how resources in 
the acquired lands would be managed, including those that would be 
designated as an Restricted Public Access Area (RPAA). While 
preparing the Recreation Management Plan (and updating existing 
management plans), the Marine Corps would solicit input from the 
public, BLM, local law enforcement, and other agencies and 
organizations.   

 

 

REC-2

NEPA-2

 GEN-1
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Comment ID 2329 
 
Last Name Baker 

 
First Name Harry 

 
Comment Submitted by: Harry Baker California Association of 4 Wheel Drive Clubs, 

Inc. Partnership For Johnson Valley 5004 Enfield Avenue Encino, 
California 91316 818-705-3930 bakerhab@aol.com  During the initial 
planning process the Marines chose to avoid Congressionally Designated 
Wilderness areas as prospective expansion opportunities. The screening 
criteria set forth on page 2-12 of the DEIS, Alternatives Analysis Screening 
Criteria, predetermines a course of action, which precludes consideration of 
expansion to the East and Southeast study areas. The Marine Corps must 
reevaluate all potential sites for expansion without the use of this pre-
decisional criteria. All public lands must be considered without prejudice. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2330 

 
Last Name Hanel 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment Ladies and Gentlemen of the Marines, You need to look for land east of 

the base.  Johnson Valley has been set aside for recreational use.  My 
family and I have been using Johnson Valley to get away from urban life 
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for 30 years, and my grandsons and granddaughters are just now learning to 
ride motorcycles there. Trying to pack the huge number of people that use 
Johnson Valley into a quarter of the land will turn the area into a zoo. I 
would probably consider some type of dual use, where the Marines could 
reserve the area at times, as long as you do the same thing we do: Pack it in, 
pack it out. The land was set aside for recreation use.  Leave it that way. 
Steve Hanel 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2331 

 
Last Name Woods 

 
First Name John 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
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Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2332 

 
Last Name Granat 

 
First Name Amy 

 
Comment Please accept the following as official comments on the Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement for Land Acquisition and Airspace 
Establishment at Marines Corps Air Ground Combat Center Twentynine 
Palms, CA to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a new 
planning rule, on behalf of the California Off-Road Vehicle Association 
(CORVA), it's members and members clubs. These comments shall in no 
way prevent other members or representatives of CORVA from submitting 
additional comments, that shall also become part of the public record. The 
California Off-Road Vehicle Association (CORVA) represents thousands 
off Outdoor Recreation Enthusiasts who enjoy venturing into our public 
lands to pursue a wide variety of interests. It's critical for the Marine Corps, 
while proposing to withdraw thousand and thousands of acres from public 
purview, to recognize that Americans use many types of off-highway 
vehicles on public lands to access recreational pursuits, hunting, mineral 
collection, as well as taking time with their children and families to enjoy 
the beauty our country has to offer. This proposal must be subject to the 
strictest scrutiny, which should not be misinterpreted as a lack of support 
for our country's military. CORVA as an organization, along with our 
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thousands of members, support the Marine Corps in their mission to protect 
our country and it's citizens. But any proposed prohibitions or limitations on 
recreational access must be evaluated as to the effect on the health and well- 
being of members of the public at large and our members. We find that this 
analysis fails to evaluate the human aspect of the environment, or the 
consequences of the proposed changes to the desert environment. The 
National Environmental Policy Act encourages public input; it requires 
agencies to"Make diligent efforts to involve the public in preparing and 
implementing their NEPA procedures" 1  CORVA contends that the in the 
Marine Corps did not follow the letter and intent of the law in the 
preparation and release of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS). The release of the document was not correctly noticed in the 
Federal Register, the due date was incorrectly stated, and on all the public 
documents available on the project website, the mailing address was 
unavailable to the public. Certainly NEPA never intended that the mailing 
address for submitting public comments should be hidden from the public. 
According to regulation 40 CFR 1500.2(d);"(d) Encourage and facilitate 
public involvement in decisions which affect the quality of the human 
environment."2. The Marine Corps, in the subsequent actions after the 
release of this document did not comply with NEPA regulations, did not 
encourage and facilitate public involvement, therefore this document and 
the public comment period have been irrevocably tainted by this violation. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land 

within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 
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 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). Please see 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21701 

Chapter 4 of the EIS for further information on the expected impacts on 
both the human and desert environment.  

 
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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2333 

 
Last Name Granat 

 
First Name Amy 

 
Comment Comment #1: Marine Corps fails to establish Purpose and Need At the May 

25th, 2011 meeting of the OHMVR Commission, representatives of the 
Marine Corps, including Project Manager Chris Proudfoot, stated to the 
commissioners and members of the public present, that the entire need for 
the proposed expansion into the Johnson Valley OHV area could be 
succinctly summed up in one word"Safety". Yet in the DEIS, under the 
Purpose and Need in the Executive Summary, the word"safety" is not 
mentioned once.  Instead, the Purpose and Need as defined on page ES-1 
describes a scenario wherein the Marines must fulfill 'Marine Corps 
Strategy 21', a strategy paper released on November 3, 2000. In that paper, 
Marine Expeditionary Brigades (MEB) are described as;"...our premier 
response force for smaller-scale [emph.ad.] contingencies that are so 
prevalent in today's security environment" . This document describes both a 
Marine Corps already trained as one of the finest fighting forces in the 
world, ready to operate at a moment's notice, and a Service working 
to"...evolve our warfighting concepts to enhance our ability to participate as 
partner in joint and allied concept development..." and"...enhance 
capabilities to operate in urban and austere environments ...". Words 
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like"interoperability","coalition" and"allied forces" are used often to 
illustrate the need to work together with the other Services to enhance 
responsiveness to military emergencies. But that course of action, training to 
the needs of smaller scale contingencies, is not mentioned in the DEIS, 
because this would be inconsistent with the proposed expansion of the 
current base. The proposed expansion will not fulfill the need to partner 
with other Services, and an expansion of training area will not serve to 
enhance coalitions, amphibious response, or a number of other military 
strategies as outlined in this report. Marine Corps Strategy 21 also talks 
about the need to"...capitalize on innovation, experimentation and 
technology..." as a critical part of future training. These points are all 
inconsistent with the Purpose and Need as stated in the DEIS, and do not 
support the expansion into the Johnson Valley OHV Area. This presents a 
fatal flaw in this document, without a provable Purpose and Need the 
document fails to establish the reasoning behind the displacement of the 
large amount of the public who enjoy the Johnson Valley OHV Area, for 
which there is no other comparable option, and the detriment to the quality 
of life of the local valley residents. The Marines have chosen certain 
elements of the aforementioned strategy paper, while ignoring other 
components of that paper, and have not established a valid Purpose and 
Need, therefore this project must be withdrawn. The Marine Corps 
understands the importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS 
analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a 
significant impact to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted 
public access to acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many 
of 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. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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.  
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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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2334 

 
Last Name Granat 

 
First Name Amy 

 
Comment Comment #2: The Marine Corps have failed to consider reasonable 

alternatives, including the No Action Alterntive  It is well known that this 
project has been considered since 2002, yet the Marines have failed to 
consider new information that has been released since that time. Per CEQ 
the DEIS ;"...all reasonable alternatives, which must be rigorously explored 
and objectively evaluated...".1 Cooperating with the U. S. Army, and co-use 
of the area already occupied by Fort Irwin would give the Marines a chance 
to partner with another arm of the Service, and work on 'joint and allied 
concept development', )as required by Marine Strategy Paper 21) yet that 
alternative, which would be consistent with the No Action Alternative (as 
required by NEPA) was not seriously considered in the DEIS.   In fact there 
is no mention of the No-Action Alternative in the document as far as the 
analysis, nor has there been any representation of the No- Action 
Alternative, to the public or at public meetings. The No-Action Alternative 
as defined by CEQ is;"...involving federal decisions on proposals for 
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projects. "No action" in such cases would mean the proposed activity would 
not take place, and the resulting environmental effects from taking no 
action would be compared with the effects of permitting the proposed 
activity or an alternative activity to go forward."  2 There has been no 
serious consideration that the proposed action is not warranted given new 
facts that have emerged, and no serious discussion has ever been 
undertaken with the Marines that have allowed that possibility, as suggested 
by the public many times, to move forward.   CORVA finds this a violation 
in letter and spirit of the NEPA and the public trust. As written by the 
CEQ;"...it is difficult to think of a situation where it would not be 
appropriate to address a "no action" alternative. Accordingly, the 
regulations require the analysis of the no action alternative even if the 
agency is under a court order or legislative command to act".   There is no 
excuse for the non-existence and non-consideration of the No-Action 
Alternative, and as this is a serious flaw in the document, the Marines must 
re-examine the alternative by issuing a supplemental document. If there is 
no supplemental document realeased, the Marines must insert a statement 
into the Final Environmental Impact Statement confirming the fact that they 
have been asked to review the project and consider the No Action 
Alternative, but they have failed to take this alternative into consideration. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 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 EIS does consider and analyze the No Action 
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Alternative, for each subject area. Under the No Action Alternative there 
would be no land aquisition and conditions as outlined in Chapter 3 of the 
EIS would, in general, be expected to continue into the future. 

 
 
Comment ID 2335 

 
Last Name Granat 

 
First Name Amy 

 
Comment Comment #3: The Marine Corps have failed to consider current training 

strategies  Strategies in training have advanced since 2002, the initiation of 
consideration of the proposed expansion, and the current date. During the 
presentation at the May 25th OHMVR Commission meeting in Ontario, 
Project Manager Chris Proudfoot was asked about the fiscal responsibility 
needed to be considered by the Marines as it pertains to the proposed 
expansion. Mr Proudfoot answered that he had no need to consider any 
fiscal measures as concerns the proposed expansion. But the commanding 
general of the Marine Corps Combat Development Command, Lt. Gen. 
George J. Flynn, recently spoke to the media about his serious concerns of 
fiscal difficulties facing the Marines. According to an article on the Marine 
website;"...Flynn discussed how the re-shaping of the Marine Corps reflects 
our historic role as the nation's crisis response force and provides unique 
capabilities to the joint force in terms readiness, adaptability, flexibility and 
utility at an affordable cost."1 Clearly Lt. Gen. Flynn recognizes the need 
for fiscal responsibility and is calling for a reduction in ground combat 
forces including infantry, cannon artillery battalions, and armor. Lt. Gen. 
Flynn furthermore calls for the 'maritime soul' of the Marine Corps to be 
preserved.   As the Johnson Valley OHV area is in the middle of the desert, 
and maritime activities would be exceedingly difficult. In reading the other 
comments by Lt. Gen. Flynn, there has been a recommendation by the 
Marine Corps Force Structure Review that there is a need for reduction in 
force structure considering the fiscally constrained, post-Operation 
Enduring Freedom-Afghanistan environment.  While it is clear that Lt. Gen. 
Flynn understand the conditions existing circa 2002 are not mirrored in 
2011 and beyond, there is no evidence in this document that these concerns 
are noted. The plans to expand the 29Palms Marine base do not take into 
account current strategies indicated by their own commanders, no do they 
take into account current fiscal conditions. The proposed expansion 
counters the statements of Secretary of Defense Robert Gates, when he was 
quoted as saying that the country does not need another land army, but 
forces that can deploy quickly and sustain themselves for a short period of 
time.  Nothing in this document takes these new strategies into account, and 
appears that the very leaders the Marine Corps depend upon for guidance 
have issued a clear mandate that counters the need for the proposed 
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expansion into the Johnson Valley OHV Area. Because current wartime 
strategies clearly illustrate that this expansion is not needed, this document 
must be withdrawn and this proposed expansion abandoned. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2336 

 
Last Name Granat 

 
First Name Amy 
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Comment Comment #4: The Marines Corps failed to analyze all cumulative impacts  

Inconsidering cumulative impacts, the Marine Corps failed to consider the 
impact from displaced off-highway vehicle recreational use on other areas 
in California as part of the needed analysis. As stated in section 5.3 in the 
DEIS;"Reasonably foreseeable future actions that may have impacts 
additive to the effects of the proposed action are also analyzed." It is 
reasonable to consider that those who already own off-road vehicles, and 
those that enjoy off-road recreation, will continue to enjoy these activities, 
but the significant effects to other areas because of the displacement of off-
road recreation are not analyzed nor considered. This presents a fatal flaw in 
the document. As opposed to other analyses, which may be locally based, 
this analysis must spread out to the other OHV areas around Southern 
California to determine if those areas can absorb the thousands of additional 
recreation enthusiasts that will visit after the Johnson Valley OHV Area is 
substantially closed. The impact on Ocotillo Wells State Vehicular 
Recreation Area, El Mirage and Jawbone OHV Areas, and San Bernardino 
National Forest, to name a few areas that will be affected, have not been 
even identified as having potential impacts due to displaced recreation, yet it 
would be unreasonable to consider that they would not see a considerable 
increase in use. The safety and environmental impacts directly caused by the 
overcrowding that will definitely result from this proposed action are as yet 
unknown. With the preferred alternative, alternative 6, approximately two- 
thirds of the existing recreation area will be closed to all access, with 
arrangements for public access for the other one-third of Johnson Valley to 
be open on a permitted basis part of the year. The proposed permit process 
is unreasonable and untenable, it will require all visitors to obtain permits 
available off-site of the OHV area, prohibiting spontaneous use. Therefore 
any chance of continued use of the remaining area, when it is available to 
the public, will be considerably impaired. This DEIS represents an 
incomplete analysis of both the existing recreational use of Johnson Valley, 
and the effects of the displacement of recreational use at the Johnson Valley 
OHV Area. Because this analysis is incomplete, if this project is to 
continue, a supplemental analysis must be completed to correctly determine 
the true effects of the proposed action. If this is not undertaken, please state 
in the Final EIS that the effects of displaced recreation have not been 
completely analyzed, and may cause considerable difficulty and 
environmental harm to the remaining OHV areas. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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. 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 impacts from 
displaced legal OHV use and 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2337 

 
Last Name Granat 

 
First Name Amy 

 
Comment Comment #5: The Marines Corps failed to analyze all cultural heritage. 

Thousands of recreation enthusiasts currently visit Johnson Valley every 
year as they have done for over 60 years. Races of various types are a 
cultural heritage, yet they have not been identified as such in the DEIS. 
California State Office of Historic Preservation recognizes that historical 
events that shape the distinctive character of areas are eligible for listing in 
the California Register of Historical Resources. The longevity and history of 
California off-road racing is inextricably tied to the Johnson Valley OHV 
Area, and has significantly contributed to the make-up of the surrounding 
desert communities. The loss of this cultural treasure has not be analyzed in 
the DEIS, and the complete destruction of this cultural activity has not been 
considered. This is a fatal omission from the DEIS, therefore the document 
must be withdrawn. If the Marines do not reconsider the inappropriateness 
of the expansion into the Johnson Valley OHV Area, a supplemental DEIS 
must be prepared that directly analyzes that cultural loss that will result 
from the proposed action. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 
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Response Historic Preservation is covered under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act.  Identification and evaluation of Historic Properties 
covers the first step in the Section 106 process. Historic Property means 
"any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure or object 
included in or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register of Historic 
Places" [16 U.S.C.470w(5)]. The five types of properties eligible for the 
National Register of Historic Places are: 1. Buildings; 2. Structures; 3. Sites 
(archeological sites, either historic or prehistoric); 4. Districts, and 5. 
Objects. The quality of significance in American history, architecture, 
archeology, engineering, and culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, 
structures, and objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, 
material workmanship, feeling and association. Races are important to the 
OHV community, but they do not meet the criteria of being considered 
historic properties. They are not unique, are not associated with events that 
have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history; are 
not associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; do not 
embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period or method of 
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high 
artistic values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity who 
components may lack individual distinction; nor have they yielded or are 
likely to yield information important in prehistory or history [36 CFR 60.4].  

 
 
Comment ID 2338 
 
Last Name Miller 

 
First Name Clayton 

 
Comment (Part 1 of Comment Letter - Clayton Miller) May 25, 2011 Via Email Naval 

Facilities Engineering Command, Southwest ATTN: Twentynine Palms EIS 
Project Manager 1220 Pacific Highway San Diego, California 92132- 5190 
Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on Proposed Twentynine Palms 
Marine Base Expansion Dear Project Manager: I appreciate the opportunity 
to provide comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) 
for the Land Acquisition and Airspace Establishment to Support Large- 
Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training 
dated February 2011. I recognize the extensive amount of work and effort 
behind the preparation of the document. However, the DEIS contains a 
serious flaw that must be addressed and corrected before the analysis can be 
finalized. Screening Criteria is Flawed  The DEIS describes that the 
Screening Criteria and alternatives used to systematically identify the range 
of reasonable alternatives carried forward for analysis were ratified by the 
project's Executive Steering Committee, which was comprised of Marine 
Corps leadership. The objective and threshold training requirements and 
generic MEB Exercise training template described in the DEIS directly 
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influenced the development and application of the screening criteria, which 
were used to identify and evaluate potential alternatives for the proposed 
action. To be considered a viable and reasonable alternative according to the 
screening committee, any land acquisition and airspace 
modification/establishment scenario must satisfy all of the established 
conditions (at least to a threshold level where appropriate). There are 8 
screening criteria listed, and criteria number 5 specifies that the EIS will 
"Avoid congressionally-designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges 
designated critical habitat for threatened or endangered species, 
cities/towns, and interstate highways." The DEIS however does not provide 
an explanation or justification as to why the decision of the Executive 
Steering Committee (i.e. Marine Corps) to avoid congressionally-designated 
wilderness areas was established as a planning criteria. It simply states this 
determination, and this decision significantly influences and servers as the 
foundation for the development of the alternatives evaluated in the DEIS. At 
the same time, the screening criteria fails to include a condition to avoid 
areas in which congressional action will be required to remove from public 
use large portions of a federally managed Off-highway Vehicle Area 
(Johnson Valley OHV Area). No explanation or justification is given for 
this decision either. As a result, Alternatives 1, 2, 4, 5 and 6 were developed 
and include expansion scenarios into the Johnson Valley OHV Area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. This letter is a duplicate to Comment ID: 

2383. Please see the response provided for that comment. 
 
 
Comment ID 2339 

 
Last Name Miller 

 
First Name Clayton 

 
Comment (Part 2 of Comment Letter - Clayton Miller) It would appear that screening 

criteria 5 is based on a political calculation of the Executive Steering 
Committee that the potential re-designation and withdrawal from public use 
of one type of land use (wilderness)(endnote 1) is not acceptable while the 
re-designation and withdrawal of another land use type is (a unique 
federally managed OHV area)(endnote 2). The withdrawal of federal lands 
from public use are decisions for Congress to ultimately make, not a federal 
department. Therefore, to examine a full range of potential alternatives for 
base expansion, the DEIS needs to be modified to include Screening Criteria 
for analysis that 1) also considers a withdrawal of a portion of a wilderness 
area(s) or 2) also removes from consideration any areas upon which future 
congressional action is required for the withdrawal of a significant portion 
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of federally managed OHV areas. Either of these approaches would level 
the playing field and treat each potential withdrawal equally, and thus allow 
a thorough review of the potential environmental impacts of the proposed 
project that is not pre-decisional or prejudiced. To do otherwise is neither 
reasonable nor appropriate. Preferred Alternative 6 states "Access to and use 
of approximately 56% of the Johnson Valley OHV Area would be lost. This 
resource is unique to the region."(endnote 3)   On the other hand, there are 
3,878,113 acres of wilderness in California under BLM jurisdiction. 
Regionally, there are only 380,753 acres of BLM OHV Areas, representing 
approximately 62% of total BLM OHV Areas in the state. The loss of public 
access to Johnson Valley would be significant. Under Alternative 1, the loss 
of OHV acreage regionally available would be 47%; Alternative 2, 30%; 
Alternative 3, no loss; Alternative 4, 47%; Alternative 5, 47% and 
Alternative 6, 29%. Screening Criteria number 5 points the DEIS in a 
direction that will result in significant and adverse impacts and prevents 
other possible planning alternatives potentially much less so from moving 
forward. To correct this, the DEIS must address the flaw in the Screening 
Criteria described above. The public will benefit from review of additional 
alternatives as will the region and local communities that would be most 
affected by a base expansion. Thank you for your attention and 
consideration. Respectfully, Clayton Miller 1059 Amador Street Claremont, 
CA 91711 (909) 815-3780 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. This letter is a duplicate to Comment ID: 

2383. Please see the response provided for that comment. 
 
 
Comment ID 2340 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The draft EIS does nothing to fundamentally address issues around quality 

of life, cultural and social needs, air quality, effects on groundwater, native 
plants, animal species and noise nuisance for the residents of the 'Southern' 
aspect of the plan (or for anyone else for that matter).  Most of the EIS 
topics stem from a somewhat slanted or misinformed view of what is 
important and many issues are glossed over as having little or no impact 
'cos we say so'; 65 decibels for live fire and low flying aircraft really?   
Many residents moved to this area for the very qualities that will be lost in 
most alternative plans.   What are the effects on a community (Twenty nine 
Palms) already suffering from an inability to form a viable and thriving 
downtown for residents and tourists other than a wasteland of tattoo 
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establishments, massage parlors and sketchy 'nightclubs'? Why isn't the 
impact on downtown 29 studied? There's a lot of noise about OHV 
constituents and their needs what about the needs of the Twenty nine Palms 
and Wonder Valley inhabitants or aren't they viable stakeholders?  Not 
enough attention has been paid to the impact on environmental tourism, a 
very real option to ease the fiscal depression of this area.  Where in this 
study is the impact on air quality of various munitions and wind drift?  
Where in this study are the plans for ongoing monitoring of adverse affects 
on the aforementioned?  Who will enforce limits on noise or out of 
scheduled maneuvers activity, low flying aircraft, noise levels etc... the 
marines?  Where is an independent voice? all the information is gathered by 
the military, assessed by the military and supposedly solved by the military, 
why no independent biological, social and cultural impact assessment?  
This (unfortunately) is not a convincing EIS this is a poster for a snow job 
and bureaucratic mumbo jumbo, there are no independent voices here only 
the soothing voices of the military. This is not a rant against the men and 
women of the armed forces, this about a sloppy and incredulous study and 
an affront to intelligent people who are expected to swallow it because 
supposedly they live in the middle of 'nowhere'. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response The Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 

process. The Marine Corps has proactively reached out to interested 
stakeholders (including residents of Twentynine Palms and Wonder Valley) 
to ensure that their concerns were identified. Section 1.5 of the EIS includes 
an overview of the Environmental Review Process and includes 
Cooperating Agencies (BLM and FAA) for the preparation of the EIS, and 
the consultation and Coordination process with other federal and state 
agencies (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, State Historic Preservation 
Office, California Department of Fish and Game, Mojave Desert Air 
Quality Management District). The Marine Corps is committed to 
protection of the public and the environment and would continue to comply 
with all applicable federal, state, and local laws and regulations. 

 
 
Comment ID 2341 

 
Last Name Miller 

 
First Name Clayton 

 
Comment (Part 3 - Comment Letter submitted by Clayton Miller) (endnote 1) The 

BLM is responsible for 85 wilderness areas in California that total 
3,878,113 acres. See 
http://www.blm.gov/ca/pa/wilderness/wa/wa_lister.html (endnote 2) 
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Johnson Valley is the largest BLM managed OHV in California. Table 
4.2-2 illustrates this point. Further information about BLM managed OHV 
Areas in California can also be found here. 
http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/prog/blm_special_areas/NLCS/summary_tabl
es.html Table 4.2-2. Regional OHV Acreages Recreation Areas 

 
Date Comment Received 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. This letter is a duplicate to Comment ID: 

2383. Please see the response provided for that comment. 
 

Comment ID 2342 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment   I support the "no action" Alternative as the draft eir does not propose to 

replace the recreation land lost through this land acquisition especially 
those lands that are designated for off highway vehicle recreation. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2343 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am opposed to the expansion of the Marine Corps Air Ground Combat 
 Center. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response 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 
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decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 

Comment ID 2344 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment We have attempted to upload comments this evening at approximately 8:40 

pm on May 26, 2011. We have not received a confirmation that it has been 
uploaded. We have attempted this three times and are not sure they have 
been uploaded. Please contact me at: [phone number withheld for privacy] 
to confirm the comments have been uploaded. Thank you 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. This individual was contacted as requested 

and comment received. Please see the response to comment on the attached 
letter. 
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Comment ID: 2344 (Page 1 of 9) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2344(Page 1 of 9): 

 

Name Withheld by Request 
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Comment ID: 2344 (Page 2 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2344(Page 2 of 9): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NEPA-1: Thank you for your comment.  The Final EIS will have a 
cover sheet that follows the CEQ requirements in 40 CFR 1502.11.  
As for the abstract, a document of this size justifies more than one 
paragraph. 

NEPA-2: The Marine Corps notified Federal, state, and local 
agencies, Tribal representatives, interested organizations, and the 
public of the availability of the Draft EIS, the public comment 
period, and the methods by which to submit comments.  In 
accordance with CEQ regulations at 40 CFR 1506.6, the Marine 
Corps has made diligent effort to notify the public of the Draft EIS 
and public comment period, including mailings to persons and 
organizations with a known interest in the proposed action (including 
the PFJV), news releases, and public meetings.  The Marine Corps 
has accepted public comments through several ways, including 
through the project web site, mail (at both the NAVFACSW and 
Combat Center addresses), and at the public meetings.  The Marine 
Corps received 21,583 comments on the Draft EIS. 

 
NEPA-1

NEPA-2

 
NEPA-3
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Comment ID: 2344 (Page 3 of 9) 

 

Response to Comment 2344(Page 3 of 9): 

 

 

NEPA-3: The Marine Corps filed the Draft EIS with the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Office of Federal Activities 
in accordance with 40 CFR 1506.9, and EPA’s EIS filing guidelines.  
EPA publishes the Notice of Availability in the Federal Register and 
initially calculated the public comment period based on the minimum 
45-day comment period.  EPA also filed the subsequent revision to 
the Federal Register Notice.   

The Marine Corps appropriately notified agencies, interested 
organizations, and the public of the Draft EIS availability, the 90-day 
public comment period (twice the minimum), date public comments 
were due, and methods to submit comments.  The Marine Corps 
informed the public through mailings, notices in local newspapers, 
news releases, and website postings.  The Marine Corps also 
published a notice of the public meetings and public comment period 
in the Federal Register on March 1, 2011 (see 76 FR 11216). 

 

NEPA-3
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Comment ID: 2344 (Page 4 of 9) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2344(Page 4 of 9): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NEPA-4: Table 3.1-1 provides the acreage, use, and constraints on 
Combat Center ranges.  Appendix B provides further background 
information on the ranges.  For example, the Acorn Training Area 
(17,463 acres), the Sandhill Training Area (16,786 acres), and the 
West Training Area (10,621 acres) do not support live-fire training. 

As discussed in Section 1.4.3, several constraints (not just resource 
conservation) limit mechanized live fire and maneuver training on 
almost 60% of the Combat Center.  These constraints include steep 
topography, dry lake beds that become impassable when wet, 
volcanic rock outcrop areas, groundwater/aquifer recharge zones, 
sensitive plant communities, special status fauna, ecological sites, 
cultural resource sites, and other areas designated for controlled 
access and no live fires due to operational restrictions and safety 
requirements. These areas are classified as “No-Go” and “Caution” 
areas in terms of vehicle mobility for training.  

The Combat Center has a high range utilization where each range is 
currently fully scheduled. 

 

NEPA-3

NEPA-4
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Comment ID: 2344 (Page 5 of 9) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2344(Page 5 of 9): 

 

 

 

NEPA-5:   

As explained on page 1-8, there is no place in the United States that 
meets the ideal sea, air, and land range requirements for MEB-size 
live-fire and maneuver training.  An expanded Combat Center comes 
closest to meeting the ideal air and land range requirements and does 
meet the threshold MEB training requirements described on page 2-
4. 

NEPA-6:  Environmental conservation areas refers to protected sites 
such as groundwater/aquifer recharge zones, with sensitive plant 
communities, special status fauna, ecological sites, and cultural 
resource sites.  These areas are discussed in EIS Section 3.10 and in 
the Combat Center’s 2007 Integrated Natural Resources 
Management Plan (INRMP).  Specifically, conservation areas for the 
Desert Tortoise are discussed on pages 3.10-22 to 3.10-26.  The 
INRMP details the Combat Center’s natural resources management 
program which is designed to conserve natural resources and outlines 
measures needed to comply with environmental laws and 
regulations.  The INRMP helps ensure that natural resources 
conservation measures and Marine Corps activities on mission land 
are integrated and consistent with federal stewardship requirements.  
The INRMP and other pertinent documents are incorporated into the 
EIS by reference in accordance with 40 CFR 1502.21, and are 
available electronically on the Internet at 
www.marines.mil/unit/logistics/Documents/LFL/LFL-
1/NaturalResources/Plans/MCAGCCTwentyninePalms/29Palms_IN
RMP-07.pdf.pdf.   

NEPA-4

NEPA-5

 

NEPA-6
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Comment ID: 2344 (Page 6 of 9) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2344(Page 6 of 9): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NEPA-7:  The Marine Corps appropriately evaluated a range of 
reasonable alternatives along with other alternatives which were 
eliminated from detailed study.  Reasonable alternatives include 
those that are practical or feasible from the technical and economic 
standpoint.  The Marine Corps does not consider an alternative that 
involves Congressionally-designated wilderness areas, parks, 
wildlife refuges, designated critical habitat for threatened or 
endangered species, cities/towns, and interstate highways to be 
reasonable from a technical and economic standpoint, and were not 
studied in detail in the EIS.  

 

NEPA-7
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Comment ID: 2344 (Page 7 of 9) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2344 (Page 7 of 9): 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NEPA-8:  The excerpt of the EIS refers to the Federal Register 
Notice filed by the Marine Corps on March 1, 2011 (see 76 FR 
11216).  The Marine Corps appropriately notified agencies, 
interested organizations (including the PFJV), and the public of the 
Draft EIS availability, the 90-day public comment period, and 
methods to submit comments through mailings, notices in local 
newspapers, news releases, and website postings.  The Marine Corps 
received 21,583 comments on the Draft EIS. 

 

 

GEN-1:  Thank you for your comments.  In accordance with CEQ 
regulations at 40 CFR 1506.6, the Marine Corps has made diligent 
effort to notify the public, including mailings to persons and 
organizations with a known interest in the proposed action, news 
releases, and public meetings.  The Marine Corps has accepted 
public comments through several ways, including through the project 
web site, via fax, mail, and at the public meetings.  The Partnership 
is already on the Marine Corps mailing list to receive a copy of 
project documents.  

NEPA-7

 

NEPA-8

 

GEN-1
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Comment ID: 2344 (Page 8 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2344(Page 8 of 9): 

 

 

GEN-1
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Comment ID: 2344 (Page 9 of 9) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2344(Page 9 of 9): 
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Comment ID 2345 
 
Last Name MUNSON 
 
First Name BETTY 

 
Comment COMMENT ATTACHED TORTOISE 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2345 (Page 1 of 4) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2345 (Page 1 of 4): 

The Marine Corps holds an incidental take permit for the desert 
tortoise that addresses existing training activities on the Combat 
Center.   The Marine Corps consulted with the USFWS and received 
a Biological Opinion and incidental take permit for the preferred 
alternative (see Appendix O in the Final EIS). These permits, which 
include numerous and extensive terms and conditions that the Marine 
Corps must adhere to, allow the Marine Corps to “take” tortoises up 
to a certain number per year, without paying additional penalties or 
fees.   

The relocation referred to in the Special Conservation Measures 
pertains to simple movement of individual tortoises generally a few 
hundred feet to move them out of immediate harm (e.g., off of a 
road).  However, as part of Endangered Species Act Section 7 
consultation with the USFWS, the Marine Corps is developing a 
translocation plan that will provide more specifics on potential future 
efforts to relocate tortoises out of harm’s way prior to training 
exercises.  The Tortoise Research and Captive Rearing Site 
(TRACRS) referred to in your comment has had excellent success to 
date in hatching and rearing juvenile tortoises; however the program 
is still experimental and the first release of captive-reared tortoises 
occurred in 2011.  It is too soon to evaluate the effectiveness of the 
program, but it has provided promising results to date. 

The costs of implementing the special conservation measures is not 
relevant for a NEPA analysis.  The Marine Corps will provide 
adequate funding to comply with all terms and conditions resulting 
from formal consultation with USFWS and other oversight agencies. 

The Marine Corps has not identified specific times of year when 
MEB Exercises would occur, in order to provide maximum 
flexibility to commanders when designing exercises.  The analysis of 
impacts in the Draft EIS therefore does not presume timing of  
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Comment ID: 2345 (Page 2 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2345 (Page 2 of 4): 

exercises, and impacts to tortoises could occur at any time including 
during springtime emergence from brumation. 

Uncertainty is inherent in estimates of population density, especially 
for cryptic species such as the desert tortoise that spend much of 
their lives underground.  The surveys conducted to estimate tortoise 
density in the proposed acquisition areas represent the current “state 
of the art”, were developed in coordination with the USFWS, and are 
the best available information on which to base estimates of density 
and quantitative impacts.  Please refer to response to comment N-
18713 BIO-2. 

Please refer to response to comment N-18713 BIO-1 regarding noise 
and vibration impacts to the desert tortoise.  The limited information 
that is available regarding responses of tortoises to noise and 
vibration (Bowles et al. 1999) suggests that they are not particularly 
sensitive to vibration from aircraft overflight and sonic booms, and 
return quickly to normal activities after disturbance.  It is expected 
that noise and vibration would have adverse effects on some tortoises 
and would result in take.  The Marine Corps consulted with the 
USFWS to identify mitigation required to offset the impacts of the 
proposed action on desert tortoises. 

The Draft EIS does not state that cessation of public access under 
certain alternatives would wholly or even largely offset the impacts 
of the proposed military training.  However, the impacts of OHVs on 
desert ecosystems has been well documented, and ceasing OHV 
activity on these lands would be a beneficial effect to biological 
resources.  Please refer to response to comment N-00415 BIO-1 
regarding relative impacts of OHV activity versus military training.   
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Comment ID: 2345 (Page 3 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2345 (Page 3 of 4): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21728 

Comment ID: 2345 (Page 4 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2345 (Page 4 of 4): 
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Comment ID 2346 
 
Last Name MUNSON 

 
First Name BETTY 

 
Comment COMMENT ATTACHED   SHARED USE 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2346 (Page 1 of 4) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2346 (Page 1 of 4): 

Thank you for your comment and input.  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 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. 

Consideration of indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the DoD 
budget and the National Deficit are outside the scope of this EIS 
analysis. 

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.  
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Comment ID: 2346 (Page 2 of 4) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2346 (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. 
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Comment ID: 2346 (Page 3 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2346 (Page 3 of 4): 
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Comment ID: 2346 (Page 4 of 4) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2346 (Page 4 of 4): 
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Comment ID 2347 
 
Last Name MUNSON 

 
First Name BETTY 

 
Comment COMMENT ATTACHED   SEISMIC 

 
Date Comment Received 5/26/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2347 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2347 (Page 1 of 2): 

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. 
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Comment ID: 2347 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2347 (Page 2 of 2): 
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Comment ID 2348 
 
Last Name Ashby 

 
First Name Drew 

 
Comment To whom it may concern, I, along with Johnson Valley residents and 

property owners, was invited to join a tour last Tuesday that showcased the 
unique Johnson Valley Open Riding Area. The purpose was to review the 
proposed expansion of the Marine Base in preparation for the meeting on 
Wednesday of the State Parks Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation 
Commission, which had the expansion plans on the agenda. The route 
chosen showed the visitors some of the best of the Johnson Valley wide and 
wild variety of terrain. We even got to a trail we had never seen before, 
through a rocky volcanic pass, just proving every time you go out you find 
something new. That being said, I am an off- highway vehicle enthusiast 
and I write to urge you to support the"no action" alternative in the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement - Land Acquisition and Airspace 
Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live 
Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is not a viable alternative 
since it does not meet the purpose and need; However, none of the 6 
proposed alternatives, including preferred alternative 6, adequately address 
all issues including providing for recreation, particularly motorized 
recreation.  Local riders, and many from adjoining regions, have been 
pushed off of public lands and out of many areas of the desert for decades. 
While I understand that the Marines have a vital mission, there simply must 
be a better way to provide for adequate training while not essentially 
eliminating responsible access to Johnson Valley for motorized 
recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS in favor of developing 
a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives that include options that 
allow for the continued responsible use of off-highway vehicles (OHVs), 
and that recognize the vital economic impact that motorized recreation has 
in the area. Thank you for your time, Drew Ashby OC Dualies 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
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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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2349 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment To Whom It May Concern: I have invested tens of thousands of dollars in 

off road riding machinery, safety equipment, tow vehicles, living quarters 
and the like. The only place within 2 hours driving time in my 6 mpg 
motorhome is Johnson Valley. I am retired and on a fixed income and I vote 
in every election. I am a personal friend of Congressman Gary Miller and 
State Senator Bob Huff. I urge you to please consider expanding eastward 
instead of westward from the existing base. You already have so much land 
that you are not even using within the confines of the base right now that it 
makes no sense to displace the homeowners in Johnson Valley that have 
lived there for decades, not to mention the off roading citizens who have 
used and maintained Johnson Valley for over half a century. You have other 
options for expansion (eastward, for example), but we, the off roading 
public, do not. Any other riding areas are too far away to go there and back 
for a weekend of riding. This is a multi- million dollar industry that will 
collapse if this last vestige of riding area within a 2 hour drive is stolen 
from us. Consider how much money is spent on the following items for off 
road riding: 1. Motorcycles 2. Quads 3. Helmets 4. Boots 5. Gloves 6. Flak 
vests 7. Trailers 8. Motorhomes 9. Gasoline 10. Oil 11. Handlebar grips 12. 
Tires 13. Chains (and sprockets) 14. Air filters 15. Food from local 
merchants 16. Lawn chairs 17. Various rentals from local businesses 
(generators, trailers, motorcycles, motorhomes, and so much more) 18. 
Goggles 19. Riding apparel (pants, shirts, kidney belts, socks, water bottles 
for the bikes, etc.) 20. Compressors for pumping up tires 21. Items from 
local hardware stores 22. items from local automotive stores  And so many 
more things that one cannot even count. The off roading community 
supports the economy. Taking away the right of freedom of recreation in 
the Johnson Valley desert will further decimate an economy that is already 
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in serious trouble and may not yet recover in our lifetimes. Also please 
consider the residents of Johnson Valley who have built homes, dug wells, 
raised families, and planted trees, some of which are decades old and are 
just now beginning to provide needed shade and oxygen. In conclusion, 
please also consider the environmental impact of losing the existing trees 
and other domestic plants, etc. The wind generally blows from West 
towards the East. If you expand Eastward, the range of mountains on the 
existing West Side of the base will act as a windbreak to prevent excessive 
erosion as troops and ordinance are exercised. Further, if gas warfare 
training is to be taught, the mountains will act as a barrier to prevent said 
gases from impacting Big Bear, the surrounding mountain and desert areas, 
and the Johnson Valley water supply. Johnson Valley is, in fact, the back 
side of Big Bear. In short, annexing Johnson Valley is a really BAD idea. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2350 

 
Last Name Granat 

 
First Name Amy 

 
Comment Comment #6: The Marines Corps failed to analyze impacts from noise and 

vibrations The Draft Environmental Impact Statement is flawed in its 
conclusion that noise and vibrations beyond the proposed boundaries of the 
expansion are less than significant. In the documents, the models used only 
evaluate and predict an average level of noise projections for the ordnance 
noise impacts. This method will grossly underestimate the noises from 
bombs and explosions, and the effects on local residents and wildlife. Each 
and every explosion must be valued as a singular event, and analyzed as 
such. Decibel readings must be recorded and reported for each event. 
Individual bomb decibel readings at distances as far away as Morongo 
Valley and Lucerne Valley must also be included and effects from current 
training exercises that include a significant amount of impact to local 
residents be analyzed. The DEIS states the plan is to explode more than a 
million rounds of munitions ground-to-ground and 1.5 million rounds air-
to-ground during the various exercises each year. They project that 22% of 
that will be detonated from 7:00 pm until 10:00 pm and 16% will be 
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detonated from 10:00 pm until 7:00 am. This will effect the health and 
welfare of local residents due to the increased proximity of bombing 
exercises during the night, which is not reflected in the document. If a 
supplemental DEIS is not prepared, please correct the Final EIS to state: 
there will be a significantly higher degree of impact and damage and the 
proposed expansion will greatly increased difficulties to the local residents. 
Also please state that this fact was incorrectly portrayed in the draft 
document, and correct the under-reported noise levels everywhere in the 
DEIS, including the CNEL Contour maps and impact tables. Please correct 
the impression in the document that the proposed expansion and increase in 
training exercises will not have a highly significant impact to all residents 
and visitors to the neighboring areas. In fact, if analyzed correctly, the 
proposed expansion will have a highly detrimental effect on all local 
residents, wildlife and activities, as well as local schools, agriculture, 
emergency services and residents. This document significantly under-
estimates all potential impacts and is an incomplete analysis. The study is 
incomplete with regard to the impact on neighbors of the Base and the 
proposed expansion areas. Any statement or chart stating that noise impact 
outside the borders is "less than significant (LSI)" or a "finding of no 
significant impact (FONSI)" must be changed to state it is of "significant 
impact (SI)." On Page 493 Table 4.1.2 showing low projected ordnance 
noise levels for Baseline and all Alternatives must be corrected to reflect 
actual individual bomb decibel levels. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. The EIS evaluates noise impacts under each 

of the action alternatives (see Section 4.9).  As discussed in 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.  Noise exposure 
from existing/current conditions are provided in Chapter 3. Appendix H has 
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. 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 
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included low-altitude high-speed flight operations characteristic of existing 
and proposed flight activity at the Combat Center (see Appendix H).  

 
 
Comment ID 2351 

 
Last Name Granat 
 
First Name Amy 

 
Comment Comment #7: The Marines Corps failed to included accurate assessment of 

toxic release  The Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes in detail 
the procedures used to comply with recording and reporting releases of TRI 
chemicals, and addresses the Marines' methods for dealing with hazardous 
material spill abatement and cleanups, and contaminated soils, but is 
incomplete in it's analysis. "Munitions Constituents" (MC) from 
unexploded ordnance and other munitions, and their breakdown elements, 
are described and mapped for current and historical ranges. Potential 
migration into humans and animals is addressed with somewhat limited 
studies, databases on hazardous wastes from many sources and 
contaminated sites are described as not revealing any relevant sites. On 
Page 293, one paragraph describes a total of 50 accidental releases, in 2002, 
of toxic substances and what was done about them. Deliberate releases and 
munitions constituents are not itemized. The discussion of toxic wastes ends 
on Page 301 of the DEIS.  Nowhere is the Environmental Protection 
Agency's Toxic Release Inventory mentioned, with its specific amounts, 
and the relative standing of military sites in general and MCAGCC in 
particular. Therefore the DEIS must be amended to show not only the 
methodology for reporting toxic contaminants but also the kinds and 
quantities. It must also clearly state estimates for any increases in toxic 
releases for each Alternative course of action. It must also state this 
information was missing in the draft document. The document states that 
use of munitions would be similar to existing use, and therefore potential 
impacts would be minimal. Since ordnance use is planned to be more 
intensive and of longer duration, the DEIS must be corrected to reflect that 
fact and state the draft document was in error. This information should be 
correctly evaluated in the issuance of a Supplemental DEIS. If a 
Supplemental DEIS is not released, a statement should be included in the 
Final EIS that toxic releases and the analyses of increased toxic releases due 
to increased munitions usage was not adequately analyzed and the potential 
effect to local communities, residents and wildlife remain unknown. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Munitions constituents and toxic chemical 

release reporting requirements are described in Section 3.4 and 4.4 of the 
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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. 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2352 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 
 
First Name 

 
Comment The state of California, and specifically southern California residents suffer 

an unjust burden in regards to land used militarily for the protection of our 
nation. Already the military has 3665.25 mi² of southern california land 
used in the specific type of training that the additional lands are being 
sought to fulfill, the eis does not provide adequate non partisan studies on 
the combined use of these facilities to satisfy the mandated need of training. 
Therefore the only alternative Justifiable is no action. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2353 

 
Last Name Granat 

 
First Name Amy 
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Comment Comment #8: The Marines Corps failed to analyze the effects of the 
proposed expansion as it refers to Environmental Justice Environmental 
Justice concerns the effects on certain ethnic, demographic or socio-
economic groups from proposed federal projects. These groups should not 
bear disproportionate impacts from these project, as this places an unfair 
burden on these segments of society. The DEIS has failed to analyze the 
proposed expansion and the effects as referred to Environmental Justice, 
because it only analyzes the effects on residents living in the actual area of 
the proposed expansion. It is clear to everyone who visits the Johnson 
Valley OHV Area that residents do not live within the proposed expansion 
area, it is an open are dedicated to OHV recreation. However there are 
many residents living on the proposed border of the expansion, and in 
surrounding communities. To excluded the analysis of these communities as 
it pertains to Environmental Justice is disingenuous, and a disservice to 
these communities. It is clear that the area criteria used in the DEIS is far 
too narrow, and all the economic and other hardships as they pertain to 
Environmental Justice need to be reevaluated and the correct are of impact 
evaluated. The populations outside the immediate DEIS area have not been 
considered at all, which is incorrect, since the proposed activities due to the 
expansion are not known. The DEIS is highly misleading this context. 
Likewise, Landers and Johnson Valley and their airspace are already 
significantly impacted by noise, vibration, air pollution and/or light 
pollution. The proposed expansion of training exercises and Combat Center 
area will cause very significant impacts to a population too old, and with 
too low an income to even consider moving away to other locations, where 
the cost of living will be greatly increased. A supplemental DEIS must be 
released to accurately portray the effects of the proposed expansion on local 
communities, as they pertain to Environmental Justice . If a Supplemental 
DEIS is not released, the Final EIS must contain a statement that notes that 
the analysis as it pertains to Environmental Justice is incomplete, and the 
effects of the proposed expansion unknown. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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. As discussed in the Section 4.3, there are no specific 
concentrations of minority or low-income populations in the vicinity of the 
proposed action as defined by the action alternatives. All socioeconomic 
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and 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2354 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment The EIS does not adequately study the environmental consequences of 

reduced Land space for the outdoor recreation needed by the 25,000,000 
people living Within a 250 mile radius, of this easily accessible OHV area. 
Therefore the environmental impact could be substantial although difficult 
to accurately estimate.  No action must be the accepted course of action, 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2355 

 
Last Name anderson 

 
First Name ken 

 
Comment Being a Vietnam vet i can appreciate the need for training, but not in 

Johnson Valley. Go East or somewhere else. This expansion takes one of 
the last large OHV area's left in Ca. and will destroy the economy of 
Lucerne Valley and other communities in the area. It will affect air quality, 
noise pollution, mining and recreation. Please don't take our land away; 
Thank you,  Ken Anderson 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 
 
Response 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 
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during its decision process. Ultimately, Congress will make the final 
decision about proceeding with the proposed action. The Marine Corps 
appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2356 

 
Last Name Granat 

 
First Name Amy 

 
Comment Comment #9: The Marines Corps failed to analyze seismic hazards The 

document discusses existing seismic conditions on the exisitng boundaries 
of the 29Palms Marine base. On Page 449 the DEIS states that the Mojave 
Desert is highly active seismically, and reports that 50 named and unnamed 
faults can be found within the current boundaries. It specifies, "in 1999, the 
magnitude 7.1 Hector Mine earthquake on the Lavic Lake Fault was 
centered in the northwest portion of the Combat Center. This earthquake 
caused a 24-mile long surface rupture with a maximum offset of 12 to 15 
feet." There is a map showing major fault lines in the west study area. It 
depicts a thick cluster of parallel faults which include the Camp Rock-
Emerson Fault, trending northeast to southwest across the entire western 
Johnson Valley area through which there are plans to conduct live-fire air-
ground training exercises of high intensity and extended duration. But the 
only comment as to the effects of the proposed expansion and affiliated 
training exercises are found on page 771 in the DEIS. It states; "The effects 
of ordnance delivery would be limited to surficial and near- surface soils so 
the proposed action would not be expected to have an impact on topography 
or seismic conditions or hazards within the ROI or in the Twentynine Palms 
region." Although it is possible that the reference to "seismic 
conditions" in this paragraph concerns the potential of triggering 
earthquake activity, but this is doubtful. Since this is the only instance in the 
entire DEIS that concerns seismic activity, and the potential of increased 
seismic activity, the Marines have omitted a critical component of the 
necessary analysis of the DEIS.   It is clear that the Landers earthquake of 
1992 has been forgotten, the evidence that was produced that training 
exercises were occurring on the base at the very moment of the earthquake. 
Currently, ordnance used on the bases causes earthquake-like tremors, as 
well as considerable vibration.  This DEIS is incomplete because it has 
omitted this significant analysis of the proposed expansion, and training 
exercises in an area full of known seismic faults. Ignoring this issue is a 
fatal flaw in the document, and a Supplemental DEIS must be produced to 
correct this error. There is no connection shown between large explosions 
and seismic activity, nor is there any analysis of potential hazards from 
increased vibrations to local structures. If a Supplemental DEIS is not 
produced, please reflect in the Final EIS that seismic issues and hazards 
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were omitted from the analysis, and it is unknown how the proposed 
expansion will effect seismic activity in the expansion area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Additional text has been added to Section 

3.13 and 4.12, Geological Resources with respect to seismic conditions and 
hazards. 

 
 
Comment ID 2357 

 
Last Name anderson 

 
First Name Nancy 

 
Comment Please don't take our play ground away from us, Johnson Valley. We and 

our family have been enjoying it for over 25 years. Go to the East. Nancy 
Anderson 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2358 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I disagree with you taking over the desert in the form your looking at. 

Maybe a much less area, there are desert tortoises in this area (I have photos 
to prove this)that will parish, they dig long tunnels that any heavy tanks etc. 
would crush! and kill off most of there food source on top. These are an 
endangered species and protected. On the California Nevada state line is a 
solar power plant being built on 5 square miles with only about 10% 
grading done that had to stop (mid way through) because of these tortoises. 
Any part time use wouldn't work because any ammunitions not discharged 
may accidentally be discharge by a civilian on free time, being harmed or 
killed. The question is what's the % of usage of time of the land you have 
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now and can you use it more wisely(how many days of the year are actually 
used?? ) 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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 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 has been revised 
accordingly.    
 
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 sweep, 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).    

 
 
Comment ID 2359 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I would like to speak out firmly against the "preferred" Alternative #6. Any 

proposal that results in the permanent loss of any part of Johnson Valley 
would be absolutely devastating to the off-road community. Johnson Valley 
is a truly unique OHV area, not just because of its size and variety of 
terrain, but also its relative proximity to the enormous population centers of 
Los Angeles, San Diego, and Las Vegas. As such, it is priceless and 
irreplaceable. But, beyond the numbers of acres and dollars lost, I feel like 
the human factors have been grossly undervalued in this whole process. To 
the Marines, it just a matter of requirements, mandates, logistics, 
convenience, and money. The Marine driving a tank during training will not 
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care whether he is in Johnson Valley or the Eastern Study Area. For off-
roaders, Johnson Valley is special. For so many of us, it is our sacred place 
- some families have been riding there for generations. We have lived there, 
loved there, and even, sadly, lost loved ones there. It is not just a pile of 
rocks or a set of GPS coordinates. It is also a set of memories and a heritage 
for millions of people. If we lose Johnson Valley, I fear it will not be long 
before we will have to add "off-roader" next to the Desert Tortoise on the 
list of endangered species. I urge the Marine Corps to reconsider their 
requirements, or, if Alternative #3 is unpalatable, at least put forth a viable 
alternative that does not involve the annexation of any part of Johnson 
Valley. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2360 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment As an avid recreational rock crawler, the though of loosing Johnson Valley 

is honestly depressing.  It is my favorite area to wheel, and its cherished by 
many other in the state and country as well.  Sure, there are plenty of places 
I can go wheeling, but the difference is that I can take weekend trips to JV.  
I do just that at least a handful of times a year even with a busy schedule.  
Its even a yearly ritual of mine for Thanksgiving... Now, I am a big 
supporter of our armed forces and feel that our troops need realistic training 
environments. I am extremely thankful for everything that the armed forces 
do for me and the country. I understand that 29 palms needs to expand, but I 
strongly request that it does not expand west into any part of Johnson 
Valley! Alternative 6, the one preferred by the Marines, is not acceptable in 
my opinion. Even if there was adequate information detailing the specifics 
of the shared use procedure, in my eyes it would still be a terrible loss to the 
public. Instead, I hope that the Marines will expand east, into areas they 
have used previously for training exercises. Alternative 2 is the only plan 
that I personally support. This will allow both the public to maintain year 
round access to JV and the Marines to train their men and women. Also, the 
reality is that most wheelers are supporters of the armed forces. Taking 
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away these public lands is hurting your supporters! I have some very fond 
memories of Johnson Valley, particularly the Hammers trails. Being out on 
Aftershock in the late afternoon, cresting the last waterfall, and racing back 
to camp is a picturesque day for me... Another good time was when I was 
hopelessly stuck on Lower Big Johnson, requiring winches and Hi Lift 
jacks, all while sporting a huge smile! I hope that someday I can bring my 
kids out to Johnson Valley, teaching them about the desert and allowing 
them to enjoy the public lands that I enjoy now. I really hope that the 
Marines will leave JV intact. The offroad community has lost a lot of our 
legal wheeling areas in recent years. This additional loss would have an 
extremely negative impact on our sport and the people who depend on it for 
their livelihood. California, and particularly the southern half of the state, is 
a hotbed for manufactures of aftermarket enhancements. Most of the 
modifications to my Jeep were purchased from companies based in our 
state.   Thank you for 
serving. Please go east... 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2361 

 
Last Name Granat 

 
First Name Amy 

 
Comment Comment #10: The Marines Corps failed to accurately analyze the effects 

of the proposed expansion on the Desert Tortoise  The desert tortoise is 
listed as a threatened species by the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and 
anyone who engages in activities that will harm a tortoise is subject to 
penalties and is considered a criminal act. The DEIS is silent as to the 
current status of tortoise fatalities on the existing base. Without that 
information, there is no accurate method to extrapolate what the potential 
hazard there might be to the desert tortoise population in the expansion 
area. In the table 4.10-2. "Estimated Take of Desert Tortoises from Military 
Training under the Six Action Alternatives" , it shows that preferred 
Alternative 6, tortoise take will range between a low of 154 to a high of 
714, estimated over a 50-year project lifetime. There is no explanation to 
what the '154 to 714' is referencing, leaving the reader to wonder if this a 
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yearly figure, or a average per year, or a total number for 50 years. Since 
the current mortality rate is not correctly offered, the numbers were arrived 
at through conjecture and hypothesis. That is not an adequate analysis for 
this threatened species. As a basis for judgment on the military threat to an 
endangered species, this confusion and uncertainty are not acceptable. The 
DEIS is silent regarding the trauma tortoises will experience underground 
due to the noise, vibration or seismic waves created by use of possible deep 
penetration, bombing and gunfire during the combat training exercises. The 
trauma may prevent the tortoise from mating or nesting and have a further 
deleterious impact on their dwindling population. This is what the analysis 
in the DEIS is supposed to uncover, but it has fallen sadly short of the mark. 
Page 711 contains the following a statement indicating that closure of a 
portion of Johnson Valley due to the proposed expansion would benefit the 
desert tortoise. It is implied that the impact on wildlife, including the Desert 
Tortoise, of any motorcycle, quad, four-wheel-drive truck or buggy is 
comparable to the impact of a 68-ton Abrams tank, which can travel easily 
over desert terrain at a top speed of 40 mph. Even the impact of great 
numbers of OHV's over many years has not and will not compare to heavy 
military vehicles in Marine Expeditionary Brigade-sized numbers engaged 
in live-fire air-ground combat maneuvers for 24 days twice a year, as well 
as other smaller training activities the rest of the year. This implication is 
misleading, and must be deleted. Any comparison in the EIS between OHV 
activities and combat training must be very clear as to the impacts not only 
of the heavy armored vehicles and trucks, but the literal impacts of bombs 
and cannon fire to the tortoise. The DEIS must clarify the methodology, and 
use credible, current studies to support the analysis. he Marines would be 
wise to issue a Supplemental DEIS with a correct analysis. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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 has been revised accordingly. 
Analysis of noise impacts to wildlife in the Draft EIS were based on the 
best available information. 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. Discussion is included throughout the EIS noting 
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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 the desert tortoise and other wildlife species (see 
Section 4.10). While the relative importance of various factors in the 
decline of the desert tortoise are still uncertain and the EIS states this, 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 
EIS). 

 
 
Comment ID 2362 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment In regards to the military taking over areas that the public are currently 

using for recreational hobbies. I have to say I find it very misleading to say 
the public and the military can cohabitate. It seems that when the military 
wants to use the land not only will it devastate the land it may leave behind 
items that civilians should not have contact with. I am new to the off road 
community and I look forward to taking my grandchildren. I am very 
nervous as to what they may find, not to mention having to explain to them 
why there are dead wild life not caused by natural means. There is no way 
the military can prevent the killing of wild life that exist in the Johnson 
Valley area and surrounding areas. On two different times in May when we 
went out for the day we had the pleasure of seeing Desert Tortoises, Horney 
Toads, Gila Monsters, snacks and many birds. We even experienced the 
mating season of the Tarantula Hawks. The flowers and cactus that are 
there are just beautiful and again I cant see a tank or any type of military 
vehicle traipsing across this land without devastation. I am very proud of 
our military and I appreciate the efforts they make to ensure the proper 
training they need. There has to be a better solution to the use of this land. I 
hope every concern is listened to and considered when making this decision 
that could change this area forever. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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 
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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).   

 
 
Comment ID 2363 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please note I am a big supporter of the military especially the Navy and 

Marines but please consider my opinion regarding this matter .I feel that 
any westward expansion would negativly impact the Johnson Valley OHV 
area as well as the local economy as many small buisneses rely upon the 
income brought in by the recreational use of Johnson valley. In addition, the 
local economy shows their largest profits on weekends that have off-road 
races in the Johnson Valley OHV area. Races such as the MORE 500 and 
King of the Hammers bring thousands 
of competitors, spectaters and vendors to this area. We ask that the Marines 
expand the base to the East per option 3. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 2364 
 
Last Name Hewit 

 
First Name Steve 

 
Comment Please see the attached file.  If you have troubles please contact me as soon 

as possible. Thank you 
 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2364 (Page 1 of 2) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2364 (Page 1 of 2): 

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. 
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Comment ID: 2364 (Page 2 of 2) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2364 (Page 2 of 2): 
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Comment ID 2365 
 
Last Name Cunningham 

 
First Name Philip 

 
Comment I favor Option 2, for the military to select option #2 with the land areas East 

of Johnson Valley to be used for military Training. I am disabled and this is 
one of the very few outdoor sports/recreational activities that I can 
participate in, since I cannot walk or do many other things. It enables me to 
see the nature and the outdoors from a vehicle seat. Thank you, Phil 
Cunningham 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2366 

 
Last Name Paulsen 

 
First Name Eric 
 
Comment To whom it may concern, This letter is in regards to the DEIS that was 

recently released for the acquisition and annexation of Johnson Valley 
OHV area into the existing Twentynine Palms Marine Air Ground Combat 
Center. I strongly object to the Department of the Navy's move to acquire 
any or all of the existing Johnson Valley OHV area. My family frequently 
recreates at Johnson Valley OHV area, usually six to ten times a year and 
Alternative 6 that was identified in the DEIS will severely impact those 
opportunities. I strongly encourage that Department of the Navy look to the 
east of the Twentynine Palms MACGC facility for any future expansion, or 
at a minimum, give further consideration to Alternatives 4 or 5 as described 
in the DEIS as a shared use alternative. PLEASE DO NOT MOVE 
FORWARD WITH ALTERATIVE 6. This will severely impact my 
family's OHV recreational opportunities. Sincerely, Eric Paulsen AMA D-
37 CORVA 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2367 

 
Last Name Granat 

 
First Name Amy 

 
Comment Comment #11: The Marines Corps used incorrect criteria to eliminate 

Alternative 3 The screening criteria for evaluating the alternatives was 
devised by the project's Executive  Steering Committee, composed of 
Marine Corps leadership. But the screening criteria is not law, and as seen 
in the rest of the document, the screening criteria are applied at random, 
when convenient to an analysis. It is noted in the document that Alternative 
3 does not comply with Screening Criteria number 5, which states; "Avoid 
congressionally-designated wilderness areas, parks, wildlife refuges, 
designated critical habitat for threatened or endangered species, 
cities/towns, and interstate highways." This is the only reason that is given 
in the DEIS for excluding Alternative 3 for serious review as the preferred 
alternative. Yet Alternative 6 also violates screening criteria number 5 in 
that the preferred alternative will go into habitat that is known to contain 
threatened species, yet little emphasis has been placed on that violation. All 
alternatives, except Alternative 3 and the unnumbered No Action 
Alternative, indeed violate screening criteria number 5 to a much larger 
degree. The choice of Alternative 6 as the preferred alternative also violates 
screening criteria number 5 in that it would entail the closest proximity to 
cities and towns, have the highest impact to cities and towns, and cause the 
greatest financial impact to cities and towns. In reviewing all the screening 
criteria, it appears that Alternative 3 has the highest compliance with all the 
screening criteria. If this is indeed the methodology that has been used to 
determine the appropriateness of a preferred alternative, Alternative 3 
should have been chosen. By not applying screening criteria in a consistent 
manner, the public has been misled. A Supplemental DEIS must be 
produced that applies the screening criteria in a fair analysis over all the 
alternatives. It is clear in the document that Alternative 3 was eliminated in 
a haphazard manner, inconsistent with good analysis. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 
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Response 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. The objective and threshold 
training requirements and generic MEB Exercise training template 
described in Section 2.2, MEB Training Requirements and Representative 
MEB Exercise Template, directly influenced the development and 
application of the screening criteria described in the EIS. Some of the 
screening criteria are exclusionary in nature, representing conditions that 
must be true for an alternative to be considered reasonable. Only 
alternatives (with the exception of the No-Action Alternative, see Section 
2.4.7) that would satisfy the criteria described in the EIS were considered 
reasonable and carried forward for detailed evaluation.  Section 2.4.3 of the 
EIS describes Alternative 3, which 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. Section 
2.4.8 described the Marine Corps rational for selecting Alternative 6 as the 
preferred alternative. However, as described in the EIS, all six action 
alternatives (including Alternative 3) meet the minimum selection criteria 
for an alternative to be considered feasible, and as such, all action 
alternatives have been equally carried forward for detailed analysis. 
Ultimately, Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. 

 
 
Comment ID 2368 

 
Last Name Massuco 

 
First Name Robert 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training. I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
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in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 
 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2369 

 
Last Name Queen 

 
First Name Dehnert 

 
Comment See attached pdf comment file 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment.  Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter. 
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Comment ID: 2369 (Page 1 of 12) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 1 of 12): 

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.  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. 

Public comments on the Draft EIS are an important part of the 
decision-making process.  This information becomes part of the 
Final EIS and will be evaluated by the Department of the Navy 
during its decision process.  Ultimately, 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: 2369 (Page 2 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 2 of 12): 
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Comment ID: 2369 (Page 3 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 3 of 12): 
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Comment ID: 2369 (Page 4 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 4 of 12): 
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Comment ID: 2369 (Page 5 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 5 of 12): 
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Comment ID: 2369 (Page 6 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 6 of 12): 
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Comment ID: 2369 (Page 7 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 7 of 12): 
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Comment ID: 2369 (Page 8 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 8 of 12): 
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Comment ID: 2369 (Page 9 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 9 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21769 

Comment ID: 2369 (Page 10 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 10 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21770 

Comment ID: 2369 (Page 11 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 11 of 12): 
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Comment ID: 2369 (Page 12 of 12) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2369 (Page 12 of 12): 

 



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21772 

Comment ID 2370 
 
Last Name HANSON 

 
First Name MARK 

 
Comment WITH THE ENTIRE DESERT SURROUNDING THE MILITARY 

BASE, THEY COULD MOVE EAST TOWARDS LESS ESTABLISHED 
AREAS. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2371 

 
Last Name Spindler 

 
First Name Kathleen 
 
Comment To: Naval Facilities Engineering Command, Southwest ATTN: 29Palms 

EIS Project Manager 1220 Pacific Highway San Diego, CA 92132-5190  
Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement on 29Palms Base expansion 
Dear Sir: The communities of Landers and Johnson Valley are in Postal Zip 
Code 92285. Landers borders the existing Marine Air Ground Combat 
Center 29Palms; Johnson Valley is directly southwest of it, and due south 
of the proposed westward expansion area. Environmental Justice provisions 
are addressed in the DEIS because Federal Projects are not supposed to 
have disproportionate impacts against any ethnic, demographic or socio-
economic group. IN POSTAL CODE 92285, CENSUS 2010 HAS 
STATED:  The population is 2,181.  The median age of the population is 
49.5.  24.7% are 65 years and over. This is almost twice the percentage of 
people 65 and older in the US population (12.4%). These are very much 
senior citizen communities. Many residents are retired and on fixed 
incomes. 39% of our population 16 and over is in the labor force, as 
compared to 69% in the US.  Families below poverty level: 20.8% In the 
US: 12.4%  Individuals below poverty level: 24.9% In the US: 12.4%  
Disability status (population 5 years and over): 34.8% In the US: 19.3% 
And for good measure: Civilian veterans (civilian population 18 years and 
over): 25.1% In the US 12.7% (and we know many are proud Marines) 
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http://factfinder.census.gov/servlet/SAFFFacts?_event=Search&geo_id=&_
geoContext=&_street=&_county=92285&_cityTown=92285&_state=&_zi
p=92285&_lang=en&_sse=on&pctxt=fph&pgsl=010&show_2003_tab=&r
edirect=Y The factors listed above indicate the project does raise issues of 
Environmental Justice for the residents of Landers and Johnson Valley. The 
DEIS states that EO 12898 criteria for Environmental Justice say there must 
be one or more such affected populations within the DEIS area (Page 533). 
However, very few live WITHIN the EIS area, and it is therefore a 
contradiction to imply that residents outside the EIS area will not be 
impacted. The scoping issues (Item 4.3.1.3) listed on the same page include:  
Decrease of revenue and employment and associated tax revenue from 
tourism recreational and film industries Devaluation of surrounding private 
property.  Increased costs to federal, state and local jurisdictions for 
increased law enforcement. The contradiction is the DEIS states that the 
primary economic impacts would be from displacement of certain activities 
within the DEIS area causing financial and other hardships to surrounding 
areas. Therefore the DEIS must be revised to state the criteria for judging 
Environmental Justice are too narrow, and must state that these criteria also 
apply to populations outside the DEIS area. Anything less would be easily 
misunderstood by a less-than-careful reader. Landers and Johnson Valley 
are within the impact area of the DEIS because of activities that are 
associated with current ac 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2372 
 
Last Name corral 

 
First Name joe 

 
Comment Our State is huge but OHV riding areas are very limited here in southern 

California. Considering all the land the federal govt controls why can't the 
Marines use another area. In the last few years we have lost our trails in the 
Angeles Forest region. We love,honor, and respect the Marines but the Feds 
should find another location. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 
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Response 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). 

 
 
Comment ID 2373 

 
Last Name Barnes 

 
First Name Mark 

 
Comment Given the Alternatives presented, I strongly support only Alternative A. 

Given the fatal flaws in the analysis, the public objection to the project and 
the national economic crisis I believe the base expansion as proposed in the 
DEIS should be withdrawn. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/27/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2374 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment    Please DO NOT allow the military to take over the OHV recreational areas 

in Johnson Valley.   The military already has hundreds of thousands of 
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acres of suitable training grounds. Why steal this small parcel from us off-
road enthusiasts? Balance the needs of the people who are paying, through 
heavy taxation, with 80% of their tax bill going to the military, against a 
greedy, inefficient government arm who DO NOT NEED MORE LAND 
for their purposes. OHV recreationalists are real-estate poor. The miltary is 
rich enough already. In other words, stop STEALING FROM THE POOR 
to give to the RICH. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/28/2011 

 
Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2375 

 
Last Name barbarino 

 
First Name vincent 

 
Comment even the CA OHV commission unanimously opposes the expansion.  find 

another way.  do not expand into JV 
 
Date Comment Received 5/28/2011 

 
Response 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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Comment ID 2376 

 
Last Name Arlin 

 
First Name Paul 

 
Comment As an off-highway vehicle enthusiast I write to urge you to support the"no 

action" alternative in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Land 
Acquisition and Airspace Establishment To Support Large-Scale Marine 
Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and Maneuver Training.  I recognize that 
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) notes that no action...is 
not a viable alternative since it does not meet the purpose and need; 
However, none of the 6 proposed alternatives, including preferred 
alternative 6, adequately address all issues including providing for 
recreation, particularly motorized recreation. Local riders, and many from 
adjoining regions, have been pushed off of public lands and out of many 
areas of the desert for decades. While I understand that the Marines have a 
vital mission, there simply must be a better way to provide for adequate 
training while not essentially eliminating responsible access to Johnson 
Valley for motorized recreationists. I encourage you to withdraw the DEIS 
in favor of developing a new DEIS with a broadened range of alternatives 
that include options that allow for the continued responsible use of off-
highway vehicles (OHVs), and that recognize the vital economic impact 
that motorized recreation has in the area. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/30/2011 

 
Response 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 understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds 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. 
Under each of the action alternatives, many of the current recreational 
opportunities and uses would continue to be available within specific 
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portions of Johnson Valley and during various portions of the year. The 
Marine Corps appreciates your comment and involvement in the NEPA 
process. 

 
 
Comment ID 2377 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment Please do not close or take any more of the johnson vally off highway are 

out by twenty nine palms. We our family (kids, aunts, uncles, parents, 
grandparent and friends) all enjoy the outdoors and sharing in teaching our 
kids nature. The population continues to grow and they keep on reducing 
the amount of open area to enjoy. Also, if you close these area, then it 
makes it to costly to drive farther and shortens the important time with 
family and friends. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/30/2011 

 
Response     Thank you for your comment. The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.  Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2378 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I am wholeheartedly against the US Marine Corp expansion that would lead 

to any loss of Johnson Valley Off-Highway Vehicle area. Please consider 
other alternatives that have less impact on lands that are enjoyed by 
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thousands of Americans. These lands provide recreational opportunities that 
can not be replaced. Furthermore, the local economy depends on this 
recreation to provide additional financial activity. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/31/2011 

 
Response 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 importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2379 

 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I DO NOT support the Corps taking away CA. Largest OHV area (Johnson 

Valley). I feel America has plenty of unused areas for the Corps to utilize. 
As proud Americans we spent a lovely Memorial Weekend 2011 there with 
talks of our grandfathers while creating new memories. Here's an idea.. 
Texas, USA! 

 
Date Comment Received 5/31/2011 
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Response 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. 

 
 
Comment ID 2380 

 
Last Name Perez 

 
First Name Gary 

 
Comment The Johnson Valley is critical to the freedom and use of the off-road 

enthusiasts and ask that our voices be heard and respected.  Please keep this 
land open to the public as many years of riding and memories would be 
needlessly done away with.  With technology, I do not believe this land is 
necessary to aquire that our armed forces will use for actual use.  I salute 
our soldiers, however this land belongs to those who use it and respect it 
namely the off-road community. Thank you and God bless the United 
States of America!!! 

 
Date Comment Received 6/1/2011 

 
Response      Thank you for your comment.  The Marine Corps understands the 

importance of Johnson Valley for recreation and the EIS analysis finds that 
acquisition of land within Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact 
to recreation, even under alternatives involving restricted public access to 
acquired areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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 2381 
 
Last Name Name Withheld by Request 

 
First Name 

 
Comment I wanted to comment on the 29 Palms expansion into Johnson Valley Of- 

Highway Vehicle Area.  The OHV areas are getting smaller every year as 
the off-road community is attacked by anti-access groups. I can't believe the 
Marines now want to attach the off-road community by taking away one of 
the best OHV areas around. The Marines can expand to the East without 
displacing a group who can't move somewhere else. There's no movement 
for the off-road community.  The Marines on the other hand can move a 
different direction and leave a long time riding area open to the public that 
supports the Marines. 

 
Date Comment Received 6/4/2011 
 
Response 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.   

 
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.2-21781 

Comment ID 2382 
 
Last Name Weigelt 

 
First Name Brian 

 
Comment To whom this concerns; i am an officer and an off road person with a 

family and we love the outdoors. My family loves to go out wheelin and 
camping all over the united states and out in the johnson valley area. I teach 
my boys about our land and how important it is. Also i teach them to take 
care of it for future generations to come. We, are family respect the land 
and do are part in packing in packing out, what we bring. Please don't take 
it away there are alternitives and I, we also believe in the military and 
trainning. But i have other ideas for where that should happen, just with the 
president would listen. Thank you for your 
time. Brian 

 
Date Comment Received 6/5/2011 

 
Response 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 importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within Johnson 
Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even under 
alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired areas.  Under 
each of the action alternatives, many of 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.2-21782 

Comment ID 2383 
 
Last Name Miller 

 
First Name Clayton 

 
Comment Please find attached comments on the Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement (DEIS) for the Land Acquisition and Airspace Establishment to 
Support Large-Scale Marine Air Ground Task Force Live Fire and 
Maneuver Training dated February 2011, submitted by Clayton Miller on 
May 26, 2011. 

 
Date Comment Received 5/25/2011 

 
Response Thank you for your comment. Please see the response to comment on the 

attached letter.



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21783 

Comment ID: 2383 (Page 1 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2383 (Page 1 of 3): 

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.  The objective and threshold training requirements and generic 
MEB Exercise training template described in Section 2.2, MEB 
Training Requirements and Representative MEB Exercise Template, 
directly influenced the development and application of the screening 
criteria described in the EIS.  Some of the screening criteria are 
exclusionary in nature, representing conditions that must be true for 
an alternative to be considered reasonable.  Only alternatives (with 
the exception of the No-Action Alternative, see Section 2.4.7) that 
would satisfy the criteria described in the EIS were considered 
reasonable and carried forward for detailed evaluation.  Ultimately, 
Congress will make the final decision about proceeding with the 
proposed action. 

     



Appendix N – Response to Public Comments on the Draft EIS 

N.2-21784 

Comment ID: 2383 (Page 2 of 3) 

 

 

 

Response to Comment 2383 (Page 2 of 3): 

The Marine Corps understands the importance of Johnson Valley for 
recreation and the EIS analysis finds that acquisition of land within 
Johnson Valley would cause a significant impact to recreation, even 
under alternatives involving restricted public access to acquired 
areas.   Under each of the action alternatives, many of 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.2-21785 

Comment ID: 2383 (Page 3 of 3) 

 

 

Response to Comment 2383 (Page 3 of 3): 

 

 


