
RIDGECREST SOLAR POWER PROJECT (09-AFC-9) 
CEC STAFF DATA REQUEST NUMBERS 249 - 261 

Technical Area:  Land Use/Recreation/Wilderness    Response Date:  January 25, 2010 
 

 LURW-1  

DR-LURW-249 

Information Required: 

Please provide a figure identifying the number and location of potential existing and future 
connections along the proposed waterline route by Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) and type of 
use (Zoning/General Plan designation).  Identify any existing non-conforming use.  

Response: 

Please refer to Figure DR-LURW-249-1 through -3, provided at the end of this section, which depicts the 
Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) and type of land use along the water pipeline route.  Land uses near the 
water pipeline consist of scattered residential development, located in areas zoned Estate District (E).  The 
E District is used to designate areas suitable for larger lot residential living environment, and permits 
underground water facilities.  There are no non-conforming land uses along the water pipeline route.   
 

DR-LURW-250 

Information Required: 

Please provide potential water usage if those customers identified in the request above are allowed 
to tap into the supply, annually and over the life of the project.  

Response: 

As discussed below in the response to DR-LURW-251, the total potential growth that could occur under 
existing general plan designations along the proposed waterline route would be approximately 47 dwelling 
units.  According to the Indian Wells Valley Cooperative Groundwater Management Water Conservation 
Committee Public Advisory (October 2004), the current average consumption is 0.72 acre feet per 
connection.  Thus, potential growth along the water pipeline route could result in a water demand of 33.84 
afy, or approximately 1,015.2 af of water over the 30 year lifespan of the Project.  However, as discussed 
below, these households would be built out over a long period of time and would take approximately 53 
years for all of the adjacent properties to be built out.  Thus, peak water demand during the life of the Project 
for potential users would very likely be less than 33.84 afy.     

 

DR-LURW-251 

Information Required: 

Please discuss the potential for additional development and annexation of lands southwest of the 
existing Ridgecrest city limits and sphere of influence/planning area, and the impact that availability 
of public water along South China Lake Blvd. would have on any future development. 

Response: 

The proposed waterline to be installed from the existing Indian Wells Valley Water District (IWVWD) storage 
tank would pass through Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and private lands.  This analysis examines the 
potential for population growth and the secondary impacts of that growth in the scenario in which IWVWD 
annexes lands along the proposed waterline and offers the opportunity for public water connection to homes 
and businesses along that alignment.    
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 LURW-2  

The proposed waterline would be located near private lands zoned E(5) and E(20) adjacent to the northeast 
portion of the Project site, and zoned E(20) RS and A-1 MH adjacent to the southeast portion of the Project 
site.  As shown in Figure DR-S&W-153, the lands to the northeast are currently within the IWVWD boundary 
and would be eligible for service with or without the Project.  While the Project would improve the 
opportunity for these private lands to connect to IWVWD water service, much of the area adjacent to the 
northeast is currently developed with approximately 52 dwelling units on approximately 350 acres of private 
lands.  As shown on the Assessor Map (Figure DR-LURW-249-1), most of this area contains 5-acre parcel 
sizes.  If the entire area were to build out at a density of 1dwelling unit per 5 acres, it would yield a total of 70 
dwelling units, or an increase of 18 dwelling units over the existing condition.  

The area to the southeast that is zoned E(20) RS (approximately 530 acres) and A-1 MH (approximately 54 
acres) would have the potential to develop with approximately 29 dwelling units based on the existing zones 
that allow a maximum of 1 dwelling unit per 20 acres.  This area to the southeast is proposed for annexation 
by the IWVWD as shown in Figure DR-S&W-153.  

The potential for a significant growth-inducing impact from the extension of the waterline would be based on 
the secondary effects that may result from development of the adjacent private properties.  These potential 
secondary impacts include impacting existing biological resources within the development areas and the 
increase in demand for public services and utilities.  With regard to biological resources, the Project site and 
the adjacent potential growth areas consists of Mojave Creosote Bush Scrub, a non-sensitive vegetation 
community.  

With regard to impacts to public services and facilities, the total potential growth that could occur under 
existing general plan designations in this area would be approximately 47 dwelling units.  Based on the 
average Ridgecrest household size of 3.03 persons per the 2000 census (http://factfinder.census.gov), the 
estimated total local population growth from the adjacent properties would be approximately 142 persons.  

Population data for Ridgecrest shows that the population was 27,951 on January 1, 2008 and had increased 
to 28,353 on January 1, 2009, an increase of 402 persons, which is an annual growth rate of 1.4 percent.  
Population growth of 142 persons would be an increase of 0.05 percent over the 2009 population.  Based 
on the average annual growth rate for Ridgecrest of 1.4 percent applied to the Project’s potential growth-
inducing impact of 142 persons, this would be the equivalent of 2 persons per year and the period for 
buildout of the adjacent properties would be approximately 71 years.  If examining from a historic population 
growth perspective (over a longer period of time), where the city population in 1980 was 15,929 and had 
increased to 28,353 by 2009, the annual average population increase would be 1.9 percent.  Averaged over 
this longer period, the addition of 142 persons would be the equivalent of 2.7 persons per year and the 
period for buildout of the adjacent properties would be approximately 53 years.    

Based on the absence of sensitive vegetation communities and the area’s historic slow rate of population 
growth, the impact from the secondary effects of growth on biological resources and public services and 
utilities would be less than significant. 
 

DR-LURW-252 

Information Required: 

Identify recommended actions to mitigate the growth-inducing impacts associated with this action. 

Response: 

As evaluated in response to DR-LURW-251, growth-inducing impacts would be less than significant and no 
mitigation would be required. 
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DR-LURW-253 

Information Required: 

Please identify parties to the annexation process and provide a proposed timetable for IWVWD 
annexation of adjacent lands. 

Response: 

The information requested will be provided to the CEC by February 10, 2010.  
 

DR-LURW-254 

Information Required: 

(a) Please provide a table indicating width and jurisdiction for road and/or utility rights-of-way and 
easements that would be used for installation of the proposed water lines and any other public 
utilities. Include information for project alternatives, if different from the preferred project 
alternative.  

(b) Please specify whether ROWs or easements currently exists, if facilities will be constructed 
above or below ground, and if existing ROWs or easements are sufficient to accommodate the 
proposed construction.  

(c) Please specify height of any above-ground installations. 

Response:  

The information requested will be provided to the CEC by February 10, 2010. 
 

DR-LURW-255 

Information Required: 

Amend AFC Land Use Figure 5.7-1 to reflect changes in preferred project ROW and facilities 
boundaries, and indicate off-site route(s) needed for any telephone or other utility connections. Site 
configuration should represent the amended project boundaries, as presented at the January 5-6 
workshops. 

Response: 

The information requested will be provided to the CEC by February 10, 2010. 
 

DR-LURW-256 

Information Required: 

Please discuss any ROWs that would need to be expanded or new ROWs that might be needed to 
accommodate off-site utility installation(s). Identify the process(es) to amend existing ROWs or 
other agreements, if necessary; jurisdictional agency; and the status of any actions already taken or 
negotiations currently in progress. 

Response: 

The information requested will be provided to the CEC by February 10, 2010.   
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DR-LURW-257 

Information Required: 

Please provide a discussion of existing trails into and through the proposed BLM ROW area and 
proposed project site, supported by on-site surveys. Identify potential impacts to existing 
recreational opportunities and established sites. 

Response: 

There are six open designated routes that traverse the Project right of way, with four of the routes 
(EP0222, EP0223, EP0234, EP0235) located within the Project footprint, and two of the routes located 
outside of the Project footprint (EP 0236, EP 02265) (see Figure DR-LURW-258).   
 
Open designations are used for intensive off-highway vehicle (OHV) use areas where there are no 
special restrictions or where there are no compelling resource protection needs, user conflicts, or public 
safety issues to warrant limiting cross-country travel (43 CFR 8342.1).  The Applicant is working with the 
BLM to clarify unofficial routes that traverse through and around the Project site.  Of particular interest to 
the BLM are north-south and east-west trails.  The Applicant is in the process of conducting GPS ground 
surveys to confirm designated OHV routes and to locate existing casual use OHV routes.  The Applicant 
expects to provide this information to the CEC by February 19, 2010.   
 
As described in Section 5.7 Land Use of the AFC, existing recreational opportunities on the Project site 
include organized equestrian, OHV group events, mountain biking, horseback riding, hiking, running, 
camping, rock hounding, target shooting, hunting (upland game including quail, doves, rabbits and 
coyotes), wildflower and wildlife viewing.  Recreational uses on the site will no longer be available once 
the Project is constructed.  The Project study area is located within the Cantil-Common sheep allotment 
area and sheep grazing has occurred for a few days on the site in 2008 and 2009.  The site constitutes a 
small portion of the allotment and is not heavily grazed.  Refer to Response DR-LURW-261 for a 
discussion of existing sites and trails into and through the proposed project site and BLM ROW that have 
historically been used for religious purposes by Native American tribal members.  

 

DR-LURW-258 

Information Required: 

Please provide Figure(s)/Table(s) depicting the location(s), type and frequency of use, general route 
conditions, destination(s), and current BLM designation (if applicable) for existing OHV and other 
established access trails into and through the proposed project ROW area and project site. Site 
configuration should represent the amended project boundaries, as presented at the January 5-6 
workshops. Include information for project alternatives, if different from the preferred project 
alternative. Mapping of trail routes should reflect GPS ground survey findings and on-site visual 
observations. 

Response: 

Figure DR-LURW-258 depicts mapped OHV trails near the reconfigured Project site.  As stated above, the 
Applicant is conducting GPS ground surveys to identify unmapped trails, and will provide an updated figure 
depicting these trails by February 19, 2010.  At this time, the Applicant will also provide a table with the 
requested information. 
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DR-LURW-259 

Information Required: 

Please identify and discuss recommended reroutes and/or alternative routes or sites to mitigate loss 
of access and recreational value. Evaluate alternatives for comparability to existing facilities and 
availability and consistency with the BLM Route designation minimization criteria. Alternative routing 
should not closely parallel project boundaries or join existing access trails in a manner that would 
encourage users to follow existing access trails to the closure point, skirt the project fenceline 
(resulting in a proliferation of unofficial trails), and rejoin the original route on the other side of the 
project. 

Response: 

The Applicant is working with the BLM to protect trail access around the Project site.  This will be done by 
conducting an inventory of existing trails around the site and identifying trails to enhance and protect around 
the site to ensure overall connectivity of OHV trails around the Project site, generally connectivity east-west 
and north-south.  Figure DR-LURW-258 highlights potential routes that continue to provide access and 
connectivity for north/south and east/west.  These are Applicant’s initial recommendation to the BLM to 
supplement the routes that would potentially be impacted by the Project development.   The Applicant will 
provide an updated map with proposed OHV reroutes around the Project site by February 19, 2010.    

 

DR-LURW-260 

Information Required: 

Several of the existing routes would dead-end at the project security fence, once the project is 
constructed. Please recommend measures to remediate terrain along decommissioned routes, from 
rerouted portion of route to fenceline or from fenceline to point of access. Provide justification for 
any areas where remediation would not occur. 

Response: 

Once the Applicant has identified proposed OHV reroutes around the Project site, the Applicant will be able 
to identify OHV routes to decommission.  As appropriate, the Applicant would revegetate and regrade the 
decommissioned routes.  It may be appropriate to provide signage at the entrance to decommissioned 
routes to warn OHV users from entering into those areas.  The Applicant will provide further information on 
remediation along decommissioned routes, and justification for any area where remediation would not occur 
with the map of proposed OHV reroutes by February 19, 2010.  
 

 

DR-LURW-261 

Information Required: 

Please provide a discussion of existing sites and trails into and through the proposed project site 
and BLM ROW that have historically been used for religious purposes by Native American tribal 
members, including the type and frequency of use and importance to traditional Native American 
religious practices. Incorporate recommendations to accommodate continued use or mitigate loss of 
use. 
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Response: 

Use of the RSPP area appears to revolve around relatively informal OHV and pedestrian routes.  Results of 
the Class III archaeological survey of the RSPP did not identify any prehistoric trail alignments, and Native 
American cultural sites identified within the RSPP consist of sparse lithic scatters resulting from lithic 
reduction as part of the tool-making process.  The Sacred Lands file search provided by the Native 
American Heritage Commission did not identify any sacred sites within the RSPP.  Similarly, 
correspondence and communication conducted as part of the formal Native American contact program for 
RSPP did not yield any information on sites and trails of religious significance from the Native American 
contacts consulted.  Ongoing consultation, however, has indicated that the RSPP serves as a meeting point 
for and conduit to the El Paso Mountains for various tribal groups.  To date, no additional information on 
specific locations and routes has been identified.  In order to provide this information, the Applicant will be 
contacting tribal representatives, specifically those who have raised these concerns, to obtain information 
regarding the location and use of site and trails within the RSPP and the potential for acceptable alternative 
sites and routes outside the RSPP.  Information obtained as part of this process will be submitted by 
February 19, 2010. 
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Figure DR‐LURW‐258


	DR-LURW-249
	Information Required:
	Please provide a figure identifying the number and location of potential existing and future connections along the proposed waterline route by Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) and type of use (Zoning/General Plan designation).  Identify any existing non-conforming use. 
	Response:
	Please refer to Figure DR-LURW-249-1 through -3, provided at the end of this section, which depicts the Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) and type of land use along the water pipeline route.  Land uses near the water pipeline consist of scattered residential development, located in areas zoned Estate District (E).  The E District is used to designate areas suitable for larger lot residential living environment, and permits underground water facilities.  There are no non-conforming land uses along the water pipeline route.  
	DR-LURW-250
	Information Required:
	7BPlease provide potential water usage if those customers identified in the request above are allowed to tap into the supply, annually and over the life of the project.
	Please provide potential water usage if those customers identified in the request above are allowed to tap into the supply, annually and over the life of the project. 
	Response:
	As discussed below in the response to DR-LURW-251, the total potential growth that could occur under existing general plan designations along the proposed waterline route would be approximately 47 dwelling units.  According to the Indian Wells Valley Cooperative Groundwater Management Water Conservation Committee Public Advisory (October 2004), the current average consumption is 0.72 acre feet per connection.  Thus, potential growth along the water pipeline route could result in a water demand of 33.84 afy, or approximately 1,015.2 af of water over the 30 year lifespan of the Project.  However, as discussed below, these households would be built out over a long period of time and would take approximately 53 years for all of the adjacent properties to be built out.  Thus, peak water demand during the life of the Project for potential users would very likely be less than 33.84 afy.    
	DR-LURW-251
	Information Required:
	12BPlease discuss the potential for additional development and annexation of lands southwest of the existing Ridgecrest city limits and sphere of influence/planning area, and the impact that availability of public water along South China Lake Blvd. wo...
	Please discuss the potential for additional development and annexation of lands southwest of the existing Ridgecrest city limits and sphere of influence/planning area, and the impact that availability of public water along South China Lake Blvd. would have on any future development.
	Response:
	The proposed waterline to be installed from the existing Indian Wells Valley Water District (IWVWD) storage tank would pass through Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and private lands.  This analysis examines the potential for population growth and the secondary impacts of that growth in the scenario in which IWVWD annexes lands along the proposed waterline and offers the opportunity for public water connection to homes and businesses along that alignment.   
	The proposed waterline would be located near private lands zoned E(5) and E(20) adjacent to the northeast portion of the Project site, and zoned E(20) RS and A-1 MH adjacent to the southeast portion of the Project site.  As shown in Figure DR-S&W-153, the lands to the northeast are currently within the IWVWD boundary and would be eligible for service with or without the Project.  While the Project would improve the opportunity for these private lands to connect to IWVWD water service, much of the area adjacent to the northeast is currently developed with approximately 52 dwelling units on approximately 350 acres of private lands.  As shown on the Assessor Map (Figure DR-LURW-249-1), most of this area contains 5-acre parcel sizes.  If the entire area were to build out at a density of 1dwelling unit per 5 acres, it would yield a total of 70 dwelling units, or an increase of 18 dwelling units over the existing condition. 
	The area to the southeast that is zoned E(20) RS (approximately 530 acres) and A-1 MH (approximately 54 acres) would have the potential to develop with approximately 29 dwelling units based on the existing zones that allow a maximum of 1 dwelling unit per 20 acres.  This area to the southeast is proposed for annexation by the IWVWD as shown in Figure DR-S&W-153. 
	The potential for a significant growth-inducing impact from the extension of the waterline would be based on the secondary effects that may result from development of the adjacent private properties.  These potential secondary impacts include impacting existing biological resources within the development areas and the increase in demand for public services and utilities.  With regard to biological resources, the Project site and the adjacent potential growth areas consists of Mojave Creosote Bush Scrub, a non-sensitive vegetation community. 
	With regard to impacts to public services and facilities, the total potential growth that could occur under existing general plan designations in this area would be approximately 47 dwelling units.  Based on the average Ridgecrest household size of 3.03 persons per the 2000 census (http://factfinder.census.gov), the estimated total local population growth from the adjacent properties would be approximately 142 persons. 
	Population data for Ridgecrest shows that the population was 27,951 on January 1, 2008 and had increased to 28,353 on January 1, 2009, an increase of 402 persons, which is an annual growth rate of 1.4 percent.  Population growth of 142 persons would be an increase of 0.05 percent over the 2009 population.  Based on the average annual growth rate for Ridgecrest of 1.4 percent applied to the Project’s potential growth-inducing impact of 142 persons, this would be the equivalent of 2 persons per year and the period for buildout of the adjacent properties would be approximately 71 years.  If examining from a historic population growth perspective (over a longer period of time), where the city population in 1980 was 15,929 and had increased to 28,353 by 2009, the annual average population increase would be 1.9 percent.  Averaged over this longer period, the addition of 142 persons would be the equivalent of 2.7 persons per year and the period for buildout of the adjacent properties would be approximately 53 years.   
	Based on the absence of sensitive vegetation communities and the area’s historic slow rate of population growth, the impact from the secondary effects of growth on biological resources and public services and utilities would be less than significant.
	DR-LURW-252
	Information Required:
	23BIdentify recommended actions to mitigate the growth-inducing impacts associated with this action.
	Identify recommended actions to mitigate the growth-inducing impacts associated with this action.
	Response:
	As evaluated in response to DR-LURW-251, growth-inducing impacts would be less than significant and no mitigation would be required.
	DR-LURW-253
	Information Required:
	28BPlease identify parties to the annexation process and provide a proposed timetable for IWVWD annexation of adjacent lands.
	Please identify parties to the annexation process and provide a proposed timetable for IWVWD annexation of adjacent lands.
	Response:
	The information requested will be provided to the CEC by February 10, 2010. 
	DR-LURW-254
	Information Required:
	33B(a) Please provide a table indicating width and jurisdiction for road and/or utility rights-of-way and easements that would be used for installation of the proposed water lines and any other public utilities. Include information for project alterna...
	(a) Please provide a table indicating width and jurisdiction for road and/or utility rights-of-way and easements that would be used for installation of the proposed water lines and any other public utilities. Include information for project alternatives, if different from the preferred project alternative. 
	34B(b) Please specify whether ROWs or easements currently exists, if facilities will be constructed above or below ground, and if existing ROWs or easements are sufficient to accommodate the proposed construction.
	(b) Please specify whether ROWs or easements currently exists, if facilities will be constructed above or below ground, and if existing ROWs or easements are sufficient to accommodate the proposed construction. 
	35B(c) Please specify height of any above-ground installations.
	(c) Please specify height of any above-ground installations.
	Response: 
	The information requested will be provided to the CEC by February 10, 2010.
	DR-LURW-255
	Information Required:
	40BAmend AFC Land Use Figure 5.7-1 to reflect changes in preferred project ROW and facilities boundaries, and indicate off-site route(s) needed for any telephone or other utility connections. Site configuration should represent the amended project bou...
	Amend AFC Land Use Figure 5.7-1 to reflect changes in preferred project ROW and facilities boundaries, and indicate off-site route(s) needed for any telephone or other utility connections. Site configuration should represent the amended project boundaries, as presented at the January 5-6 workshops.
	Response:
	The information requested will be provided to the CEC by February 10, 2010.
	DR-LURW-256
	Information Required:
	Please discuss any ROWs that would need to be expanded or new ROWs that might be needed to accommodate off-site utility installation(s). Identify the process(es) to amend existing ROWs or other agreements, if necessary; jurisdictional agency; and the status of any actions already taken or negotiations currently in progress.
	45BPlease discuss any ROWs that would need to be expanded or new ROWs that might be needed to accommodate off-site utility installation(s). Identify the process(es) to amend existing ROWs or other agreements, if necessary; jurisdictional agency; and t...
	Response:
	The information requested will be provided to the CEC by February 10, 2010.  
	DR-LURW-257
	Information Required:
	Please provide a discussion of existing trails into and through the proposed BLM ROW area and proposed project site, supported by on-site surveys. Identify potential impacts to existing recreational opportunities and established sites.
	Response:
	There are six open designated routes that traverse the Project right of way, with four of the routes (EP0222, EP0223, EP0234, EP0235) located within the Project footprint, and two of the routes located outside of the Project footprint (EP 0236, EP 02265) (see Figure DR-LURW-258).  
	Open designations are used for intensive off-highway vehicle (OHV) use areas where there are no special restrictions or where there are no compelling resource protection needs, user conflicts, or public safety issues to warrant limiting cross-country travel (43 CFR 8342.1).  The Applicant is working with the BLM to clarify unofficial routes that traverse through and around the Project site.  Of particular interest to the BLM are north-south and east-west trails.  The Applicant is in the process of conducting GPS ground surveys to confirm designated OHV routes and to locate existing casual use OHV routes.  The Applicant expects to provide this information to the CEC by February 19, 2010.  
	As described in Section 5.7 Land Use of the AFC, existing recreational opportunities on the Project site include organized equestrian, OHV group events, mountain biking, horseback riding, hiking, running, camping, rock hounding, target shooting, hunting (upland game including quail, doves, rabbits and coyotes), wildflower and wildlife viewing.  Recreational uses on the site will no longer be available once the Project is constructed.  The Project study area is located within the Cantil-Common sheep allotment area and sheep grazing has occurred for a few days on the site in 2008 and 2009.  The site constitutes a small portion of the allotment and is not heavily grazed.  Refer to Response DR-LURW-261 for a discussion of existing sites and trails into and through the proposed project site and BLM ROW that have historically been used for religious purposes by Native American tribal members. 
	DR-LURW-258
	Information Required:
	Please provide Figure(s)/Table(s) depicting the location(s), type and frequency of use, general route conditions, destination(s), and current BLM designation (if applicable) for existing OHV and other established access trails into and through the proposed project ROW area and project site. Site configuration should represent the amended project boundaries, as presented at the January 5-6 workshops. Include information for project alternatives, if different from the preferred project alternative. Mapping of trail routes should reflect GPS ground survey findings and on-site visual observations.
	57BPlease provide Figure(s)/Table(s) depicting the location(s), type and frequency of use, general route conditions, destination(s), and current BLM designation (if applicable) for existing OHV and other established access trails into and through the ...
	Response:
	Figure DR-LURW-258 depicts mapped OHV trails near the reconfigured Project site.  As stated above, the Applicant is conducting GPS ground surveys to identify unmapped trails, and will provide an updated figure depicting these trails by February 19, 2010.  At this time, the Applicant will also provide a table with the requested information.
	DR-LURW-259
	Information Required:
	62BPlease identify and discuss recommended reroutes and/or alternative routes or sites to mitigate loss of access and recreational value. Evaluate alternatives for comparability to existing facilities and availability and consistency with the BLM Rout...
	Please identify and discuss recommended reroutes and/or alternative routes or sites to mitigate loss of access and recreational value. Evaluate alternatives for comparability to existing facilities and availability and consistency with the BLM Route designation minimization criteria. Alternative routing should not closely parallel project boundaries or join existing access trails in a manner that would encourage users to follow existing access trails to the closure point, skirt the project fenceline (resulting in a proliferation of unofficial trails), and rejoin the original route on the other side of the project.
	Response:
	The Applicant is working with the BLM to protect trail access around the Project site.  This will be done by conducting an inventory of existing trails around the site and identifying trails to enhance and protect around the site to ensure overall connectivity of OHV trails around the Project site, generally connectivity east-west and north-south.  Figure DR-LURW-258 highlights potential routes that continue to provide access and connectivity for north/south and east/west.  These are Applicant’s initial recommendation to the BLM to supplement the routes that would potentially be impacted by the Project development.   The Applicant will provide an updated map with proposed OHV reroutes around the Project site by February 19, 2010.   
	DR-LURW-260
	Information Required:
	Several of the existing routes would dead-end at the project security fence, once the project is constructed. Please recommend measures to remediate terrain along decommissioned routes, from rerouted portion of route to fenceline or from fenceline to point of access. Provide justification for any areas where remediation would not occur.
	Response:
	Once the Applicant has identified proposed OHV reroutes around the Project site, the Applicant will be able to identify OHV routes to decommission.  As appropriate, the Applicant would revegetate and regrade the decommissioned routes.  It may be appropriate to provide signage at the entrance to decommissioned routes to warn OHV users from entering into those areas.  The Applicant will provide further information on remediation along decommissioned routes, and justification for any area where remediation would not occur with the map of proposed OHV reroutes by February 19, 2010. 
	DR-LURW-261
	Information Required:
	72BPlease provide a discussion of existing sites and trails into and through the proposed project site and BLM ROW that have historically been used for religious purposes by Native American tribal members, including the type and frequency of use and i...
	Please provide a discussion of existing sites and trails into and through the proposed project site and BLM ROW that have historically been used for religious purposes by Native American tribal members, including the type and frequency of use and importance to traditional Native American religious practices. Incorporate recommendations to accommodate continued use or mitigate loss of use.
	Response:
	Use of the RSPP area appears to revolve around relatively informal OHV and pedestrian routes.  Results of the Class III archaeological survey of the RSPP did not identify any prehistoric trail alignments, and Native American cultural sites identified within the RSPP consist of sparse lithic scatters resulting from lithic reduction as part of the tool-making process.  The Sacred Lands file search provided by the Native American Heritage Commission did not identify any sacred sites within the RSPP.  Similarly, correspondence and communication conducted as part of the formal Native American contact program for RSPP did not yield any information on sites and trails of religious significance from the Native American contacts consulted.  Ongoing consultation, however, has indicated that the RSPP serves as a meeting point for and conduit to the El Paso Mountains for various tribal groups.  To date, no additional information on specific locations and routes has been identified.  In order to provide this information, the Applicant will be contacting tribal representatives, specifically those who have raised these concerns, to obtain information regarding the location and use of site and trails within the RSPP and the potential for acceptable alternative sites and routes outside the RSPP.  Information obtained as part of this process will be submitted by February 19, 2010.
	Attachment
	Land Use/Recreation/Wilderness Figures
	Attachment Land Use Recreation Wilderness Figures.pdf
	DR-Land_Use-249-1_Page1
	DR-Land_Use-249-1_Page2
	DR-Land_Use-249-2
	DR-Land_Use-249-3
	DR-LURW-258-El_Paso_OHV_Trails




