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Comment 1- Comment Acknowledged
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Response 2-A- Ball Estate would need to submit this for consideration as a separate 
exchange proposal.
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Response 2-B- The Ball estate will be compensated based on the current value of the 
improvements.  

Response 2-C- The San Felipe Pueblo is willing to establish access agreements with the 
Ball Estate. 
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Response 3-A-  BLM has identified the resources of the selected lands in chapter 
three and the impacts expected to the human environment that would be expected as 
a result of making the exchange.  BLM does not promote the use of resources where 
legal public access does not exist because it encourages trespass on private lands.

Our resources limit our ability to inform or promote all areas possessing recreation 
resources in which the public may have an interest in.  Our efforts have been 
directed more toward administratively and congressionally designated areas, areas 
with resource protection issues, those areas with user conflicts, and those areas 
receiving a more noticeable amount of recreational use than the selected lands.
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Response 4-A- (See response 3-A)
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Comment 5- Comment acknowledged.
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Response 6-A- The basis for the exchange relates to equal values based on fair 
market value as determined by a certified appraiser which normally considers 
surface and mineral estate and any encumbrances which may affect values.
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Response 6-B- BLM’s concern is with legal public access required for the public 
to visit areas of public interest without obtaining permits to cross private lands.  
Frequently situations requiring private land permits are ignored creating trespass 
situations.
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Response 6-C- Petrified wood is indeed abundant throughout the area including the 
selected lands.  However, it is considered by the BLM to be part of the visual 
landscape.  There is no documentation nor evidence to establish its precedence as a 
scientifically significant value over its aesthetic or collectible value.  The wood varies 
in different ways according to conditions of preservation, mineralization and 
weathering processes.  Under present management, petrified wood may be collected 
for personal use or commercial use under the conditions set forth in 43 CFR 3621 and 
3622.  
 
Response 6-D- Though you have expressed that fencing does not impede access to 
public lands for hikers, others have expressed just the opposite when asked to 
comment in other Environmental Assessments on the installation of fencing for 
livestock management.  They expressed concerns about fences impeding their access 
to and movement within public lands.  Even though fences may be in disrepair and 
easy to step over it does not mean they will always stay in that condition.  

Response 6-E- The approximately 2,000 acres are adjacent to the Town of Tejon 
boundary to the east.  The private landowner who has an agreement with San Felipe 
for an exchange to consolidate inholdings is Diamond Tail Inc.  This is discussed in 
paragraph 3 of chapter 4 and is shown on Map 5.

Response 6-F- The Map has been corrected.

Response 6-G- Visual resource management (VRM) classes were assigned in the 
1986 Rio Puerco Resource Management Plan (RMP). The process started with an 
inventory of visual resources which provided BLM management with a means of 
determining visual values.  An important premise of the evaluation is that all public 
lands have scenic values, but areas with the most variety and most harmonious 
composition have the greatest scenic value. The inventory consisted of a scenic 
quality evaluation, sensitivity level analysis, and a delineation of distance zones.  This 
RMP  which established how public lands were to be used and allocated for different 
purposes, was developed through public participation and collaboration.  

Visual values were considered throughout the RMP process, and the area’s visual 
resources were then assigned to management classes with established objectives after 
public participation.  The BLM’s VRM system is an analytical process.  Assessing 
scenic values can be a subjective process, but by implementing the system, objectivity 
and consistency for assessing scenic values on public lands is established. 
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Response 6-H- Your comment neglects to mention that notices regarding the 
exchange of this land were published in the local newspaper ( Albuquerque 
Journal) for four consecutive weeks in November 1999 and in the Federal 
Register November 9, 1999.  In June 2000 another announcement  was 
published (Albuquerque Journal and Federal Register) adding another 
alternative to the proposal.  An additional notice describing the offered private 
lands to be exchanged was published in the Albuquerque Journal and the Taos 
News for 4 consecutive weeks beginning May 31, 2001.  With each of these 
announcements interested parties were invited to participate in the process with 
their comments.  We believe that there was adequate public notification that 
anyone who wished to be involved had ample opportunity.

Response 6-I- BLM proposes to use the legal means available to protect the 
natural resources of this area.

Response 6-J- The urban growth pressures and competing interests make this 
area difficult to manage under the principles of multiple use which is our 
mandate.  This exchange has taken land that because of its location in the face of 
an urban growth pressure was sure to be controversial both in terms of who and 
for what it should be used and made an effort to keep it in a natural state for the 
enjoyment of a portion of the population to enjoy through the years.  It will also 
relieve BLM from some of the legal costs and wrangling over how the area can 
be used.  In addition the lands received in the exchange will add to one or more 
of the areas that BLM is developing as long range recreational facilities for use 
by a broader range of the American people.  This enables BLM to manage these 
recreation and special value resource areas much more effectively because it 
eliminates the controversy with private land ownerships in and around these 
special areas.  The Ball Ranch ACEC will continue to be a management concern 
for the BLM.

Response 6-K- Habitation as used here does not mean that the entire area had 
homes on it but that it was used by a group of people for some portion of their 
subsistence. 
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Comment 7- Comment acknowledged.  


	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19

