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APPENDIX G 
Agency Consultation 

 
This appendix contains various government agency correspondence and agency areas of interest related 
to the development of the EIS.  

Letters are primarily related to the collection of data and clarification of EIS-related issues.  Official letters 
of comment from the various government agencies received during the comment periods are contained in 
Appendix I of this EIS.  Letters are provided in chronological order and an index is provided below. 

 
Date   Agency 
 
December 9, 2003 FAA – BLM – L.A. Department of Water and Power 
 
January 2, 2004  BLM to FAA  
 
January 27, 2005 Native American Heritage Commission to FAA 
 
February 28, 2005 Native American Heritage Commission to FAA 
 
August 28, 2006 BLM to FAA 
 
August 29, 2006 California Regional Water Quality Control Board to FAA 
 
August 30, 2006 NPS to FAA 
 
October 3, 2006  U.S. Department of the Interior – Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
October 12, 2006 FAA to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

 
November 9, 2006 U.S Department of Agriculture – Forest Service 
 
November 15, 2006 FAA to U.S. DOI – Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
January 18, 2007 FAA to U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
 
January 18, 2007 FAA to California State Historic Preservation Officer 
 
January 19, 2007 FAA to Big Sandy Rancheria 
 
February 26, 2007 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to FAA 
 
February 28, 2007 FAA – Big Sandy Rancheria (record of conversation) 
 
March 12, 2007  California State Historic Preservation Officer to FAA 
 
March 21, 2007  Bridgeport Indian Colony to FAA 
 



W:\12006395_Mammoth\EIS\Final EIS\Appendices\Working Files\!! Appendix Intros.doc 

April 6, 2007  Bishop Paiute Tribe to FAA 
 
May 9, 2007  FAA to National Park Service 
 
May 9, 2007  FAA to USDA Forest Service (Terry Drivas) 
 
May 9, 2007  FAA to USDA Forrest Service (Mike Schlafmann) 
 
May 9, 2007  FAA to Bureau of Land Management  
 
May 18, 2007  Timbisha Shoshone Tribe to FAA 
 
May 21, 2007  FAA – Bishop Paiute Tribe (record of conversation) 
 
June 8, 2007  Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California to FAA 
 
June 21, 2007  Bureau of Land Management to FAA 
 
July 24, 2007  USDA Forest Service (Inyo National Forest) to FAA 
 
September 13, 2007 FAA to National Park Service 
 
September 13, 2007 FAA to Bureau of Land Management 
 
September 13, 2007 FAA to Inyo National Forest 
 
September 13, 2007 FAA to Sierra National Forest 
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IFAX IDate October 17, 2006 

INumber of pages including cover sheet 

TO: David Singleton 

California Native American 
Heritage Commission 

Phone 916/653-4082 

Fax Phone 916/6 57-5390 

Icc: 

FROM: David B. Kessler, AICP 

U.S. Department of Transportation 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Regional Environm ental Protection 
Specia list - Airports Division 

Phone 

Fax 
Phone 

3101725-361 5 

3101725-6848 

REMARKS: r;g] , Urgent o For your review o ReplyASAP o Please Comment 

Hello, The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is currently preparing an Environmental Impact 
Statement for the proposed approval of operations specifications for an airline to resume 
commercial service flight activity into Mammoth Yosemite Airport , Mammoth Lakes, Mono 
County, California. In order to ensure we have properly consulted with the appropriate Native 
American Tribes, I am requesting a list of federally recognized tribes that would be within a 35
mile radius of the Town of Mammoth Lakes . The proposed "project" does not include any 
construction . The airline proposes to use the existing airport faci lities with only improvements to 
the inside of existing buildings. If you need more information to help provide me with a list, 
please call me at 310/725-3615. 

Thanks . 

Please send the list to me at the following address: 

David B. Kessler, MA, AICP 

Regional Environmental Protection Specialist, AWP-610.1 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Western-Pacific Region 

P.O. Box 92007 

Los Angeles, California 90009-2007 





















 

 
 

U.S Department 
of Transportation 
 

Federal Aviation  
Administration 

 
 
 
Western-Pacific Region 
Airports Division 
San Francisco Airports District Office 

 
 
 
831 Mitten Road, Suite 210 
Burlingame, CA  94010-1300

 
 
January 18, 2007 
 
Mr. Ray Bransfield 
United States Department of the Interior 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
Ventura Fish and Wildlife Office 
2493 Portola Road, Suite B 
Ventura, CA  93003 
 
Dear Mr. Bransfield: 
 

Proposed Horizon Air Operation Specification Amendment  
For Air Service to Mammoth Yosemite Airport 

Mammoth Lakes, California 
Biological Assessment 

 
This letter is provided as a replacement of initial Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) Biological Assessment (BA) submitted on November 15, 2006.  The purpose of 
the replacement is to clarify the FAA determination statement. 

 
As we discussed on August 12, 2006, the FAA received a request from Horizon Air to 
approve an amendment to its Operation Specifications to allow the airline to provide 
scheduled air service to Mammoth Yosemite Airport (MMH), Mammoth Lakes, 
California.  Horizon Air proposes to provide regional air service to MMH using a 
Bombardier DHC 8-402 (Q400) turboprop aircraft.  The initial service would be 
provided from Los Angeles International Airport to MMH with two flights per day 
during the winter ski season, approximately December through April.  The Q400 can be 
accommodated within the existing configuration of the airport. 
 
The FAA issued a notice of its intent to prepare a National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) Environmental Impact Statement to evaluate the potential impacts of the 
proposed air service in the Federal Register on July 24, 2006.  As part of the 
environmental evaluation process and in order to ensure compliance with the 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, the FAA prepared the enclosed BA to 
document the potential of the proposed action to affect federally listed or proposed 
species and their critical habitat.  The BA evaluates the species identified in your letter 
of October 3, 2006 and the federally listed species for the MMH area identified in the 
California Department of Fish and Game’s Natural Diversity Data Base.  Although not 
relevant for inclusion in this BA, the FAA will address species of heightened concern 
such as the sage grouse (Centrocercus urophasianus) in the FAA’s NEPA document 
for the proposed action. 
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Based upon the analyses provided in the BA, the FAA has determined that the proposed 
action is not likely to adversely affect the federally listed Owens tui chub (Gila bicolor 
snyderi), Sierra Nevada bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis californiana), and bald eagle 
(Haliaeetus leucocephalus) or critical habitat of the Owens tui chub.  As a result of this 
determination the FAA believes that formal Section 7 consultation pursuant to Title 50 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 402.14 is not required. 
 
We respectfully request FWS timely concurrence with our determination.  Receipt of 
the FWS response by February 16, 2007 would be greatly appreciated.  Please feel free 
to give me at call at (650) 876-2778 extension 613 if you have any questions or 
concerns regarding this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
(Original signed by:) 
Camille Garibaldi 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
 
Enclosure 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 
 

U.S Department 
of Transportation 
 

Federal Aviation  
Administration 

 
 
 
Western-Pacific Region 
Airports Division 
San Francisco Airports District Office 

 
 
 
831 Mitten Road, Suite 210 
Burlingame, CA  94010-1300

 

 
January 18, 2007 
 
Mr. Milford Wayne Donaldson 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Office of Historic Preservation 
1416 9th Street, Room 1442-7 
Sacramento, California 95814 
 
Subject: Proposed Horizon Air Operation Specification Amendment for scheduled 

air service to Mammoth Yosemite Airport – National Historic Preservation Act, 
Section 106, Consultation 

 
Dear Mr. Donaldson: 
 
The purpose of this letter is to apprise you of a proposal under consideration by the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) that would provide an Operation Specification Amendment to 
Horizon Air for initiation of scheduled air service to Mammoth Yosemite Airport (MMH).  
Horizon Air proposes to provide scheduled air service to MMH using a turbo-propeller driven 
Bombardier DHC 8-402 (Q400) aircraft.   No expansion or relocation of the existing facilities 
(runway, taxiway or buildings) is proposed at MMH as a result of Horizon Air’s air service 
proposal.   
 
The FAA has determined that this proposed action is a federal undertaking as defined in 36 CFR 
§ 800.16(y).  Therefore, the FAA is initiating consultation with the California State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) pursuant to § 800.3(c)(3), and is requesting concurrence with FAA’s 
delineation of the proposed Area of Potential Effects (APE) as defined in § 800.16(d) and 
determination pursuant to § 800.11(d).  
 
Proposed Location 
 
MMH is located on the west edge of Owens Valley just northeast of US 395 approximately six 
miles due east of the Town of Mammoth Lakes, California in Mono County, and approximately 
four miles west of Lake Crowley. 
 
Proposed Action Description  
 
On May 11, 2006 Horizon Air issued a letter to the FAA confirming its intent to provide 
scheduled air service to MMH beginning in December of 2007.  The initial service would begin 
with two flights daily between MMH and Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) during the 
winter ski season (approximately December to April).  Horizon proposed to utilize a Q400 
aircraft to provide the air service.  The Q400 can seat up to 78 passengers.   
 
The FAA approved the Town of Mammoth Lakes’ (Town) aviation activity forecasts for MMH.  
The aviation forecast estimates that the commercial service activity would begin with two flights 
per day during the winter and could increase to a maximum of eight flights per day during the 
winter ski season and two flights per day during the summer months by 2011.  This commercial 
activity level is predicted to be constant through the year 2016.  The forecasts assume that in 2011  
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air service to MMH would be provided from other airport locations either from Northern 
California or Southern California.   
 
The Town does not propose new construction to accommodate the proposed air service.  The 
service would be accommodated within the existing facilities at MMH.  MMH consists of one 
east-west oriented runway (Runway 9/27) with a parallel and connecting taxiway system.    
Runway 9/27 is paved with asphalt and is 7,000 feet long by 100 feet wide.  Buildings at the 
airport include hangars, office space and warehouse/terminal space.   
 
The FAA determined that the appropriate Area of Potential Effect for the proposed action is the 
existing airport boundary expanded to incorporate the Community Noise Equivalent Level 65 dB 
contour (Enclosure 1). 
 
Prior MMH Consultation 
 
In 2000, FAA received SHPO concurrence of “no historic properties affected” regarding the 
Town’s proposed runway expansion project (Enclosure 2).   As a result of litigation regarding the 
MMH Expansion Project Environmental Assessment (Town of Mammoth Lakes, 2000), the FAA 
issued a notice of its intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) regarding the 
proposed expansion project in November of 2003.  On July 27, 2004, the FAA re-initiated 
consultation with SHPO regarding the Town’s proposed expansion of Runway 9/27 and other 
improvements at MMH. The FAA concluded that the proposed expansion project would have no 
effect on historic properties based upon the prior survey of MMH.  The FAA received SHPO 
concurrence that the proposed expansion project would have no effect on historic properties on 
September 16, 2004 (Enclosure 3).  However in late 2005, the Town withdrew its expansion 
proposal in favor regional air service that could be accommodated within the existing facilities. 
 
As a result of Horizon Air’s request for an Operation Specification Amendment and the Town’s 
withdrawal of its runway expansion proposal the FAA issued an EIS Notice of Intent (NOI) in the 
July 24, 2006 Federal Register.  That NOI terminated the Proposed Expansion Project EIS and 
initiated an EIS for the Horizon Air Operation Specification Amendment approval request. 
 
MMH Survey Results 
 
The Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. surveyed most of the Mammoth 
Yosemite Airport APE in July 1995 as part of a much larger Airport development proposal.  
Archeologists from Jones & Stokes performed an archaeological survey on the remainder of the 
Mammoth Yosemite Airport APE on June 20, 2000. No prehistoric or historic resources were 
recorded as a result of the either field survey within the Mammoth Yosemite Airport APE. 
However, the record search indicted that two prehistoric sites, CA-Mno-703/H and CA-Mno-
3025, were previously identified and recorded in the vicinity of the Airport. CA-Mno-703/H is 
located north area of potential effect and CA-Mno-3025 is located east of the area of potential 
effect. 
 
CA-Mno-703/H is a prehistoric site containing several rockshelters and concentrations of lithic 
materials as well as a historic component consisting of seasonal camping debris. CA-Mno-3025 is 
a very small lithic scatter with no other features. CA-Mno-703/H and CA-Mno-3025 are not 
located in the area of potential effect so the proposed undertaking or any alternative would not 
have any significant impact on these sites. 
 
At the time of the prior report, one building, the “green church,” constructed in 1954, was 
determined to be less than 50 years of age in the 2000 Jones & Stokes technical report.  The 
structure was deemed not subject to evaluation for eligibility to the National Register due to its  
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age.  However, in 2000, Jones & Stokes undertook additional historic research to clarify the 
association of the structure with an individual named on a plaque on the facade of the church.   
The plaque reads, “In Memory of Wallace D. Durgard, 1957”.   The Jones & Stones (2000:5) 
report states that, 
 

…efforts were made to ascertain that the church does not constitute a historic 
property under NRHP criteria considerations for properties less than 50 years 
old.  After contacting the pastors of area churches and individuals at county 
and local historical societies, The Mammoth Lakes Chamber of Commerce, 
and the Sierra Nevada Aquatic Research laboratory, it appears that the 
former church building has no known historical value to the local 
community. 

 
In the technical cultural resources study for the 2000 EA, a consultant (Jones & Stokes 2000:5) 
recommended to the FAA that a no effect determination be made for the Airport Expansion.     
 
While the “green church” is now 53 years old, it is located outside of the proposed APE and 
would not be directly or indirectly impacted by the proposed action.  
 
Conclusion 
 
The FAA seeks concurrence from the State Historic Preservation Officer of its no historic 
properties affected [§ 800.11(d)] determination for the proposed Horizon Air Operation 
Specification Amendment for scheduled air service to MMH.  
 
Your attention to this matter is appreciated.  If you have any questions regarding this matter, I am 
available at (650) 876-2778 extension 613.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Camille Garibaldi 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
 
 
Enclosures: (1) Area of Potential Effect – Mammoth Yosemite Airport 
 (2) State of California, Office of Historic Preservation letter -December, 11, 2000 

(FAA000210A)  
 (3) State of California, Office of Historic Preservation letter –September 16, 2004 

(FAA 040730A)  
 
cc: 
Bill Fehring, URS Corporation 
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RECORD OF TELEPHONE CALL DATE & TIME 2/28/2007 9:37 AM 
 
Participants:   FAA [Camille Garibaldi (SFO-613)] / Big Sandy Rancheria [Chairperson 

Connie Lewis] 
 
Subj: Mammoth Yosemite Airport – Horizon Air Operations Specifications 

Amendment - EIS 
 
Digest:  After briefly explaining the proposed action.  Chairperson Lewis indicated that 
the Rancheria has no objection to the proposed action.    She requested that a duplicate of 
the letter be sent to the Rancheria.  A response letter will be prepared. 

 
Conference Call: 

 
Conclusion: 
 
 
Date:  February 28, 2007 Title: EPS Signature:  C. Garibaldi 







Camille.Garibaldi@faa.gov 

04/06/2007 11:27 AM

To bill_fehring@urscorp.com

cc Frank.Smigelski@faa.gov, Ellen.Athas@faa.gov, Dave.Kessler@faa.gov, 
Lorraine.Herson-Jones@faa.gov, Lisa.M.Toscano@faa.gov, Raymond.Chiang@faa.gov

bcc

Subject MMH: Fw: RE: Horizon Air Proposed Service to Mammoth Yosemite Airport

Bill,
 
I've just started to scan my e-mail.  I received the following response from the Bishop Paiute Tribe.
 
Camille
-----Forwarded by Camille Garibaldi/AWP/FAA on 04/06/2007 08:21AM -----

To: Camille Garibaldi/AWP/FAA@FAA
From: "Theresa Yanez" <theresa.yanez@bishoppaiute.org>
Date: 04/02/2007 04:54PM
Subject: RE: Horizon Air Proposed Service to Mammoth Yosemite Airport

Camille
I am sorry that I passed the deadline, however it took me time to search
things out. What I have come up with is the concern with the disturbance of
the Bald and Golden eagles nesting areas. They are a big part of the Tribes
beliefs and not like other birds that migrate they are like us, who live in
the surrounding areas. Finding out exactly were they are occupying would
take more time. I hope this information would help. Again I am sorry it took
me so long. Thank you for your patience.

-----Original Message-----
From: Camille.Garibaldi@faa.gov [mailto:Camille.Garibaldi@faa.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2007 9:38 AM
To: Theresa.Yanez@bishoppaiute.org
Subject: MMH: Horizon Air Proposed Service to Mammoth Yosemite Airport

Good Morning Theresa,
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May 18, 2007

United States Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration

Western-Pacific Region
Manager
Airports Division
P.O. Box 92007
Los Angeles, CA 90009-2007

This is a request for the Timbisha Environmental Department (TED) of the
Timbisha Shoshone Tribe to be added to your mailing list for all activities
under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) including Advanced
Notice of Intent, comment and review of your agency activity that may affect
the trust lands of the tribe established by the Timbisha Homeland Act (Public
Law 106-423, 11/1/2000).

Our mailing address is: ~;- 610-\
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Timbisha Environmental Department
P.O. Box 206

Death Valley, CA 92328

A map of the Tribe's trust land is included for your reference.

Sincerely,

-......

J
--I

\
cc: Files 2.aO?

.--------

Timbisha Shoshone Tribe
785 N. Main' Street, Suite Q · Bishop, CA 93514 · PH: (760) 873-9003 · FAX: (760) 873-9004

Post Office Box 206 · Death Valley,California · 92328-0206 · PH:(760) 786-2374 · FAX:(760) 786-2376
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RECORD OF TELEPHONE CALL DATE & TIME 5/21/2007 3:24 PM 
 
Participants:   FAA [Camille Garibaldi (SFO-163)] / Bishop Paiute Tribe/Theresa Yanez 
 
Subj: Mammoth Yosemite Airport – Horizon Air Operations Specifications 

Amendment - EIS 
 
Digest:  A message was left for Theresa in follow-up to her e-mail of April 2, 2007.  I 

indicated that the purpose of my call was to confirm whether the Tribe had 
additional information that they intended on providing regarding the eagles 
identified in her e-mail or other resources also of concern. 
 

Phone Number: (760) 873-3584 x 250  
 
Date:  May 21, 2007 Title: EPS Signature:  C. Garibaldi 















United States Forest Inyo National Forest Mammoth Ranger Station 
Department of Service P.O. Box 148 
Agriculture Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 

(760) 924-5500 
(760) 924-5531 TDD 

File Code: * 
Date: July 24, 2007 

David Kessler 
Regional Environmental Protection Specialist 
Federal Aviation Administration 
P.O. Box 92007 
Los Angeles, CA. 
90009-2007 

Mr. Kessler, 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(ElS) for the proposed approval of modifications to Horizon Air's Operations Specifications to 
Accommodate Proposed Scheduled Air Service into Mammoth Yosemite Airport (MMH), 
Mammoth Lakes, California. Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act (DOT 
Act) requires that the ElS consider impacts to significant publicly owned recreation areas. 

For the purpose of satisfying Section -hO requirements, FAA has proposed the recreation sites 
listed below to be included in its Noise Screening Assessment. I concur that these recreation 
sites are representative of the various recreation use areas of the Inyo National Forest and should 
be included in the FAA's Noise Screening Assessment: 

• Sawmill Campground 
• Big Tress Campground 
• Iris Meadow Campground 
• Convict Lake Campground 
• Devils Postpile Lookout 
• Minaret Vista 
• Cattleguard Campground (Boulder Campground currently closed) 
• Silver Lake 
• John Muir Trail- Garner Lake 
• Mono Lake Lookout 

I find that these recreation areas provide an adequate sample for estimating the potential noise 
impacts of aircraft overflights associated with the proposal. I find that no additional recreation 
areas are required in the Noise Screening Assessment. 

,.. 
Caring for the Land and Serving People Printed on Recycled Paper '-, 



In accordance with Section 4(f) I find that the following recreation sites are significant in that a 
quiet setting is a generally recognized feature and attribute: 

• Devils Postpile Lookout 
• Minaret Vista 
• Silver Lake 
• John Muir Trail- Garnet Lake 
• Mosquito Flats Campground 
• North Lake Campground 

If you require additional information, please contact Jonathan Cook-Fisher at the Mammoth

Ra;27i2:;rL-
JO~ C. REGELBRUGGE 
District Ranger 
MammothIMono Lake Ranger Districts 



 United States Department of the Interior 
BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

Bishop Field Office 
351 Pacu Lane, Suite 100 

Bishop, CA 93514 
Phone: 760 872-5000 Fax: 760 872-5050 

www.ca.blm.gov/bishop 
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US Dept of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration 
PO Box 92007 
Los Angeles, CA  90009-2007 
 
Attn:  Dave Kessler 
 
Dear Mr. Kessler: 
 
The following information is in response to your inquiry dated May 9, 2007 requesting 
information about public lands resources as it relates to the proposed air service to the 
Mammoth Lakes airport. 
 
Generally speaking, the public lands under our administration are managed to maintain 
semi-primitive settings and experiences for the many visitors who recreate on the public 
lands.  The semi-primitive application provides vast settings of landscapes available to all 
recreation users where the public lands contain little to no facilities to guide or manage 
their experience.  We strongly advocate self-exploration, self-inquiry, and self-discovery 
of the experiences public lands can offer.  Part of the semi-primitive experience is to 
maintain the area’s stillness and solitude to the greatest extent practicable.  We request 
you consider this management philosophy in your upcoming EIS. 
 
In review of your inquiry, the second page provides a table of various BLM sites located 
in the area of potential effect (APE).  I noticed the table introduction identifies them as 
representative sites.  I wish to point out that additional sites exist on public lands in the 
APE, not shown on the table, such as several popular bouldering areas, wilderness study 
areas, as well as hot springs/tub recreation sites - - -  the first two are located in the 
Volcanic Tableland area, immediately south and east of the airport.  The hot tub 
recreation sites are located in Long Valley, the APE around the airport itself.  Quietness 
plays a major role in the experience visitors anticipate when using these areas. 
 
The following identifies the sites and relevant issues to be considered in your upcoming 
analysis: 
 
 
 
 

   
C A R I N G  F O R  T H E  L A S T  V E S T I G E  O F  W I L D  C A L I F O R N I A  

C O N S E R V A T I O N ,  E D N ,  P A R T N E R S H I P S  



Cultural Resources 
 
Insofar as cultural resources are concerned, the Volcanic Tableland contains numerous 
prehistoric and some historic sites of importance.  Two sites are currently listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).  Some of  the more important and public 
visited sites such Chidago Petroglyph Site, Red Rock Canyon, Chalfant, Yellowjacket, 
and other unmentioned sites play a contextual role in the overall regional archeology 
which may lead to other NHRP eligibility nominations in the future. 
 
Throughout the year, many rock art aficionados frequently visit the aforementioned sites.  
Part of the experience they seek is the quiet that embraces the area’s remoteness and 
sense of vastness in the Volcanic Tableland.  The area’s stillness plays a pivotal role in 
maximizing the value of the outdoor experience they seek.  Overall, we estimate these 
archeological/recreational sites receive several thousand visitors per year.  I would also 
like to request that you contact the Bishop Paiute Tribe in Bishop and the Utu Utu Gwaitu 
Paiute Tribe in Benton, California to gain their perspectives of these sites, which 
represent their cultural and spiritual heritage. 
 
For further information and locations, please contact Kirk Halford, our lead Archeologist 
at 760-872-5030 or by email at khalford@blm.gov. 
 
Other Identified Recreation Resources 
 
Besides the petroglyph sites, additional recreation resources identified in your inquiry 
include Horton Creek Campground, Red Rock Canyon, the Volcanic Tableland, Crowley 
Lake Campground, Chalk Bluff, and the Fish Slough Area of Critical Environmental 
Concern (ACEC).  An additional site you identified, the Owen’s Valley Native Fish 
Sanctuary, lies in the Fish Slough ACEC but is actually owned by the City of Los 
Angeles Dept. of Water and Power.  The points presented below about the Fish Slough 
ACEC apply to the Fish Sanctuary as well. 
 
Campgrounds 
 
Obviously, the two campgrounds accommodate campers, many who lounge in the 
campground during their stay, while others fish, hike, climb, tour, etc., the eastern Sierra 
as part of their camping experience.  Horton received about 2,500 campers, Crowley 
about 1000 visitors in 2006.  Both campers draw visitors from throughout the country 
while Horton attracts more European visitors because of its proximity to premier 
bouldering and climbing areas. 
 
The value of quiet likely plays an important role in the campers’ experience although 
Crowley Lake Campground campers , due to its proximity to highways, etc., might 
expect the experience to be noisier than Horton Creek Campground.  Horton Creek 
Campground is more isolated, physically embraced by broad scenic vistas where human 
sounds of civilization are nonexistent. 
 



 
Volcanic Tableland   
 
The Volcanic Tableland, which includes Chalk Bluff and the Fish Slough ACEC, is a 
broad volcanic desert plateau interspersed by long north-south linear fault scarps.  The 
area totals some 50,000 acres.  We estimate the area, including several bouldering sites 
sprinkled throughout the Tableland, receives about 32,000 visitors per year.  A primitive 
campground, known as the Pleasant Valley Pit Campround, is located on the southwest 
edge of the Tableland.  This campground was created around 1999 to accommodate the 
large increase in camping demand that occurred as a result of the area’s newly found 
bouldering popularity in the Tableland.  This campground received about 11,000 campers 
in 2006, predominantly climbers from throughout the United States as well as other 
countries. 
 
Visitors to the Tableland generally consist of rock climbers, commercial livestock trail 
drives, hikers, vehicle users, campers, etc.  The Fish Slough ACEC serves as living 
laboratory of nationally designated endangered wildlife species as well as plants.  Within 
these nationally protected habitats, the ACEC is locally significant, at the very least.  
Education programs commonly occur in the ACEC for local and out of area students and 
teachers. 
 
Additionally, several bouldering sites such as Happy and Sad Boulders, located in the 
Tableland are world renowned, attracting foreign tourists from many countries.  
 
Finally, most of the Tableland is designated as Wilderness Study Areas (WSAs).  
Comprising four distinct units, the Tableland contained the prerequisite wilderness values 
of outstanding opportunities for solitude that strongly contributed to the designation of 
the WSAs.  Although “outside sights and sounds impacts” such as aircraft, highways, etc. 
are not a determinant factor in designation of these areas as wilderness, we request you 
consider the role solitude, or quietness, plays in the physical setting of the Tableland and 
the experience of visitors to the area.  The WSAs would be considered nationally 
significant if Congress designates them wilderness in the future. 
 
For further information and locations, please contact Diana Pietrasanta, our Recreation 
Planner at 760-872-5028 or by email at diana_pietrasanta@blm.gov. 
 
 
Other Recreation Resources Not Identified 
 
The Long Valley area contains several BLM hot tub recreation sites located 
approximately several miles from the Mammoth Lakes airport facility.  The hot tub 
recreation sites are popular.  One, Wild Willies, experienced some 30,000 visitors in 
2006.  Quietness plays an essential role in the experience hot tub users anticipate when 
using these facilities in the area.  All the hot tubs are located “off the beaten path”, where 
the sights and sounds of manmade facilities is nonexistent further enhancing the role 
solitude plays in the recreation experience.  These sites are not designated nationally 



significant although they contribute to the diversity of outstanding semi-primitive 
recreation opportunities in the eastern Sierra region.  They should be considered in your 
noise screening assessment. 
  
For further information, please contact Diana Pietrasanta, our Recreation Planner at 760-
872-5028 or by email at diana_pietrasanta@blm.gov. 
 
Conclusion 
 
As described above, BLM manages numerous resources in the APE where quietness 
plays a role in the use of  the public lands.  Recreation is a primary driving force of the 
local economy which is based on semi-primitive recreation management, intact habitats, 
unmarred scenery, and the vast isolation that pervades much of the eastern Sierra.  We 
would encourage any future commercial flights through the Owens Valley use air space 
primarily above existing infrastructure developments.  This means routing commercial air 
travel above the U.S, Highway 395 corridor or above the major utility power lines lacing 
portions of the Valley.  This would confine the sights and sounds of commercial aviation 
to the least disruptive area of influence to area visitors.  
 
Thank you for keeping us aware of your progress.  If you have any further general 
questions, please contact Joe Pollini, our Assistant Field Manager, at 760-972-5020 or by 
email at jpollini@blm.gov. 
 
 
 
    Sincerely, 
 
 
 
    Bill Dunkelberger 
    Field Manager 
 
 
CC:  Diana Pietrasanta - BLM 
        Kirk Halford        -  BLM 
        Terry Russi          -  BLM  
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