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California Off-Highway Vehicle (OHMVR)							April 7, 2014
http://www.ohv.parks.ca.gov	ohvinfo@parks.ca.gov

Jon Kazmerski, Winter Sports Specialist
Inyo N.F.  .  jkazmierski@fs.fed.us

RE:  Forest Over-Snow-Vehicle Planning Grant – Inyo N.F. 2013/2014 $395K

DJ’s Snowmobile Adventures, Inc. will support the comprehensive OSV travel plan if the following items are addressed prior to funding:  

1. Page 1-A.  The current proposal excludes future planning. “8. Strategically plan the use and function of ‘existing’ OSV staging areas.”  That means more NEPA for (a) DJ’s proposals for one “new” alternate staging area at a higher elevation and (b) the USFS will not plan for “future” staging areas for the general public.   A comprehensive plan for OSV use would include existing and future planning.

2. The Inyo N. F. contends that because of the Snow Landers Lawsuit Settlement August 2013 this planning process is required.  However, below is an excerpt from the settlement that shows it will not resolve any “current” or “future” OSV plans for the Inyo National Forest.  

The lawsuits states………..    Page 4. Lines 2-9 “Furthermore, nothing herein shall preclude any one or several Plaintiffs from raising challenges at any time to decisions issued by the Forest Service other than the decisions described in Plaintiffs’ Complaint that continue current ongoing OSV Activities.  For instance, this settlement would not preclude challenges to Forest Plan revisions or decisions with respect to new or modified OSV trailheads or expansion or relocation of grooming or plowing activities.  As used in this Paragraph, the term “OSV Activities” shall refer to grooming of snow trails for winter recreation and includes ancillary activities such as the plowing of related parking lots and trailheads for winter recreation.”  

What the Inyo N.F. does not acknowledge is that the lawsuit settlement, upon which they are basing this grant proposal, did not include the Inyo National Forest (Per California-Nevada Snowmobile Assn.)  If this is correct, the Inyo N.F. planning for existing and future OSV activity can be included in the grant.  Therefore it can be a comprehensive OSV plan and we could then support it.

3. Page 17. Partners.  There is gross lack of representation from the OSV community.  The representation requires 2-3 years of meetings to conclude the grant. Pitting environmental groups against the OSV community is not a process anyone would want to participate.   The 1988 Land Management Planning process took 60 hours per week over a 4 months period. This included OSV planning.  It was categorized by a timber management representative as “hours and hours of boredom followed by moments of sheer terror”.

4. Page 1-A.  The name of the project “Over the Snow Travel Management System”.  Our concern here is that Snow Landers could not include winter recreation in their lawsuit over the summer Travel Management Plan closures.  This plan will mirror the summer Travel Management Plan with additional closures.  The summer plan closed numerous roads with the help from Friends of the Inyo (FOI).  FOI and Snow Landers are a “partner” named in this grant. These summer closures resulted in public outcry.  The summer closures affected winter recreation safety issues.  

Why would we want to fund an OSV Travel Management Plan that will close more areas?  The areas lost for OSV recreation since the 1988 Land Management Plan is huge.  These closures are updated in the Winter Recreation Map funded by OHV every few years.

5. The planning by the USFS and the Town has displaced the Inyo N.F. state groomer and facilities from access to the trailhead. A half million dollar facility funded by OHV.    It is now 1 mile from the trailhead and the only way to get there is to wiggle through the trees on Nordic trails or drive the snowcat over a plowed paved road. 

When snow levels at this location 8,000 ft. are depleted, other state funded trails need grooming at higher elevations.   However, the USFS does not trailer to trailheads at higher elevations.  The USFS refuses to groom because of a state requirement of 18” of snow minimum to groom.  If there is less than 18” at 8,000 feet (location of the groomer) there is probably more at 8,500 feet.  As such, DJ’s and another permit holder continues with the grooming.  

Another example that OHV Commission needs to review past grants:   The 2013 grant proposal for Shady Rest OHV/OSV Staging Area.   While this grant appeared positive for OSV recreation, most of the benefits for OSV recreation were deleted.  The parking area has only 8 rig parking and the remaining 17 spaces are for cars.  How many cars do you see with an 11 foot long snowmobile in the back seat?  Hence, this opens the door for user conflicts because the bulk of parking at this staging area will be utilized by Nordic skiers.  An easy remedy would be signage that states “Nordic Skier Parking Prohibited.” 

The new proposal nixed the ride-back trail and overnight snowmobile parking.  This trail connects to the OSV funded Hwy. 203 tunnel that was closed to snowmobiles immediately after it was built.  The tunnel connected to the RV Park which would allow an increased amount of RV’s with trailers to unload from a campsite with full hookups, pool, and recreation room.    

Action:  The OHV Commission needs to carefully review past grants and future grants for each agency application.  How has past OHV funding affected the overall OSV opportunities today?  Is the grooming program sufficient to support new OSV staging areas? Why aren’t there more marked un-groomed trail to help disperse OSV recreation?  The 18” of snow requirement needs to be changed by the OHV Commission to reflect that of the 1988 Inyo N.F. Land Management Plan which states “sufficient snow”.    

The local trails are an exceptional opportunity for all users. We recognize the challenges faced by the USFS.  These comments are submitted after consulting with CNSA and the BRC. 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

Respectfully submitted, J. Little, President

 Cc:  California Nevada Snowmobile Association (CNSA)   
        Blue Ribbon Coalition (BRC)
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