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Introduction
On September 11, 12, and 13, 2007, the National Park Service (NPS) held public scoping meetings for the Cape Lookout National Seashore Off-road Vehicle (ORV) Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The scoping meetings are intended to initiate public involvement early in the planning stages of the plan and to obtain community feedback on the initial purpose, need, and objective statements for ORV management at Cape Lookout National Seashore. 
Public Scoping Meetings
The National Park Service held public scoping meetings for the Cape Lookout National Seashore ORV Management Plan/EIS at the following locations:

· On September 11, 2007, a public meeting was held in Beaufort, North Carolina at the Duke Marine Lab from 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm. Thirty-eight people attended.
· On September 12, 2007, a public meeting was held in Raleigh, North Carolina at the McKimmon Center from 7:00 pm to 9:30 pm. Twenty-six people attended.
· On September 13, 2007, a public meeting was held in Charlotte, North Carolina at The Hut from 6:00 pm to 9:00 pm.  Thirty-one people attended.
Each of the meetings began with an open house, allowing the public to circulate between information stations. Each station had display boards and other informational materials describing the project background, legislative framework such as the park’s enabling legislation, the purpose and need for the plan, objectives of the plan, and issues to be addressed in the plan/EIS. National Park Service personnel were available at each station to answer any questions or concerns presented by the community and to record comments. During each meeting, NPS staff gave a brief presentation to explain the project and the NEPA process.
Public Comment
The public scoping comment period was open from August 24, 2007 to October 26, 2007. During this time period, a public scoping meeting was held. The purpose of the public scoping meetings was to solicit input from the community on the purpose, need, and objectives for the ORV Management Plan/EIS at Cape Lookout National Seashore. Each public meeting provided numerous methods for the community to provide input on the proposed project. Each information stations had a flip chart where an assigned staff person could take comment on a particular topic, or any other topic on which the community member had concerns or questions. If the commenter did not want to make comments at the stations, comment sheets were provided that could be filled out and returned. If the attendee chose not to fill out the comment sheet at the meeting, a return address was provided on the sheet to mail back to the park at a later date. Those attending the meetings were also given a brochure providing additional opportunities for comment on the project including directing comments to the NPS Planning, Environment, and Public Comment (PEPC) website at http://parkplanning.nps.gov/calo/. Additionally, each flip chart at the meeting was entered as a single document into the PEPC database, with each comment on the chart identified as a separate comment for the purposes of this summary. The public comments received are detailed in the following sections of this report.  
The Comment Analysis Process

Comment analysis is a process used to compile and correlate similar public comments into a usable format for decision makers and the plan/EIS interdisciplinary planning team. Comment analysis assists the team in organizing, clarifying, and addressing technical information pursuant to National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) regulations. It also aids in identifying the topics and issues to be evaluated and considered throughout the planning process. 

The process includes five main components: 

· developing a coding structure

· employing a comment database for comment management

· reading and coding of public comments

· interpreting and analyzing the comments to identify issues and themes

· preparing a comment summary

A coding structure was developed to help sort comments into logical groups by topic and issue. NPS derived the coding structure from an analysis of the range of topics discussed during internal scoping, past planning documents, and the comments themselves. The coding structure was designed to capture all comment content rather than to restrict or exclude any ideas. 

The NPS PEPC database was used to manage the comments. The database stores the full text of all correspondence and allows each comment to be coded by topic and issue. The database tallies the total number of correspondences and comments received, can sort and report comments by a particular topic or issue, and provides demographic information on the sources of each comment.

Analysis of the public comments involved the assignment of the codes to statements made in the public’s letters, email messages, and written comment forms. All comments were read and analyzed, including those of a technical nature; opinions, feelings, suggestions for alternative elements to be considered in the Plan/EIS; and comments of a personal or philosophical nature. 

Although the analysis process attempts to capture the full range of public concerns, this content analysis report should be used with caution. Comments from people who chose to respond do not necessarily represent the sentiments of the entire public. Furthermore, the public scoping process is not a voting process and, therefore, the emphasis is on the content of the comments and not the number of times a comment is received. 

Definition of Terms

Primary terms used in the document include:

Correspondence: A correspondence is the entire document received from a commenter. It can be in the form of a letter, email, written comment form, transcript, or petition. 

Comment: A comment is a portion of the text within a correspondence that addresses a single subject. It could include such information as an expression of support or opposition to the use of a potential management tool, additional data regarding the existing condition, or an opinion debating the adequacy of an analysis.

Code: A grouping centered on a common subject. Codes are developed during the scoping process and used to track major subjects throughout the planning process. 

Methodology for the Cape Lookout National Seashore ORV Management Plan/EIS Public Scoping

During the comment period, 98 pieces of correspondence were received, containing a total of 667 signatures. In the comment analysis, each comment in a correspondence with two (or more) signatures was counted as two (or more) comments under that code. For example, if one piece of correspondence had two signatures and commented on enforcement at the Seashore, this counted as two comments about enforcement, not one. 
The correspondence received before, during, and after the public scoping meetings contained a total of 2,290 comments. Correspondence were received by email, hard copy letter, flip charts at the public meeting, or entered into PEPC system. Letters received by email or through the postal mail, as well as the flip chart comments from the public meetings, were entered into the PEPC system for analysis. 

Once all the correspondence was entered into PEPC, each was read, and specific comments within each correspondence identified. Once the comments were identified, they were given a code. The coding structure was comprised of codes established in the NPS PEPC system, referred to as national codes, and codes developed specifically for this project. An example of a code developed for this project includes suggesting alternative concepts that relate to permit systems or any restriction on driving. The codes were used to identify the general content of a comment. 

During coding, comments also classified as substantive or non-substantive. Because this project is in the initial planning stages, the majority of comments were considered substantive except duplicates of the same comment by the same author or a duplicate correspondence. All substantive comments were grouped by similar themes, and those groups were given a concern statement. A concern statement is a statement that captures several comments. One concern statement can capture many comments. Representative quotes from commenters follow all concern statements. It should be noted that the concern statements in this report contain representative comments from multiple codes.

Guide to this Document

This report is organized as follows:

Comment Summary Report: A report produced from PEPC that provides information on the numbers and types of comments received, organized by code and by various demographics. The first section is a summary of the number of comments under each code or topic, and the percentage of comments under each code. Note comments coded “XX1000 – Duplicate Correspondence” represent those that were entered into the system twice and are not additional comments on the document. 

Data are then presented on the correspondence by type (i.e., number of faxes, emails, letters); number received by state; and number received by organization type (i.e., organizations, governments, individuals).

Public Scoping Summary Report: A report summarizing the substantive comments received during the public scoping process. Comments are organized into concern statements and representative quotes are provided for each concern statement. 

Appendix 1 – Meeting Sign-in: All public scoping meeting attendees were asked to sign in. The name, mailing address, and email address of the attendees are provided, as well as information on how they would like to be notified of the draft plan/EIS.
Appendix 2 – Correspondence List: This appendix provides a cross-reference list of the number assigned to each piece of correspondence and the corresponding author or commenter. 

Appendix 3 – Index by Organization Type Report: This appendix lists all groups that submitted comments, arranged and grouped by the following organization types as defined by PEPC (and in this order): businesses; civic groups, conservation/preservation groups; federal government; NPS employee; non-governmental groups; recreational groups; state government; town or city government; tribal government; unaffiliated individuals; and university/professional society. The commenters or authors are listed alphabetically, along with the correspondence number and the codes that their comments fell under, categorized by the various organization types. Correspondence identified as N/A represents unaffiliated individuals. 

Appendix 4 – Index by Code Report: This appendix identifies which commenters or authors (identified by PEPC organization type) commented on which topics, as identified by the codes used in this analysis. The report is listed by code and, under each code, a list of the authors who submitted comments is provided with the authors’ correspondence numbers. Correspondence identified as N/A represent unaffiliated individuals. 
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	Comment Distribution by Code

	Code
	Description
	Number of Comments
	Percentage

	AC1010
	Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access
	20
	0.87%

	AC1025
	Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access
	21
	0.92%

	AC1030
	Alternative Concepts: Permitting Restrictions
	9
	0.39%

	AC1070
	Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access
	621
	27.12%

	AC2000
	Alternative Concepts: Seasonal Restrictions
	5
	0.22%

	AC2200
	Alternative Concepts: Nighttime Restrictions
	6
	0.26%

	AC2270
	Alternative Concepts: Additional Amenities
	10
	0.44%

	AC2280
	Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach
	31
	1.35%

	AC2310
	Alternative Concepts: Increase ORV Access
	2
	0.09%

	AC3000
	Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement
	39
	1.70%

	AC4000
	Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts
	56
	2.45%

	AC5000
	Alternative Concepts: Control Predatory Species
	8
	0.35%

	AC6000
	Alternative Concepts: Zoning Restrictions
	4
	0.17%

	AE1100
	Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species
	17
	0.74%

	AE3000
	Affected Environment: Topographic
	13
	0.57%

	AE7000
	Affected Environment: Air Quality
	6
	0.26%

	AE8000
	Affected Environment: Visual Quality
	3
	0.13%

	AE9000
	Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management
	21
	0.92%

	AE11000
	Affected Environment: Species Of Special Concern
	2
	0.09%

	AE12000
	Affected Environment: Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat
	7
	0.31%

	AE13000
	Affected Environment: Cultural Resources
	3
	0.13%

	AE20000
	Affected Environment: Land Use
	5
	0.22%

	Comment Distribution by Code

	Code
	Description
	Number of Comments
	Percentage

	AE21000
	Affected Environment: Socioeconomics
	11
	0.48%

	AE22000
	Affected Environment: Visitor Use
	597
	26.07%

	AE23000
	Affected Environment: Visitor Conflicts
	7
	0.31%

	AE24000
	Affected Environment: Soundscapes
	5
	0.22%

	AE25000
	Affected Environment: Visitor Experience
	7
	0.31%

	BO1000
	Concerns Regarding the Biological Opinion
	1
	0.04%

	CC1000
	Consultation and Coordination: General Comments
	5
	0.22%

	CR4000
	Cultural Resources: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives
	1
	0.04%

	DC1000
	Duplicate Comment
	4
	0.17%

	DC2000
	Duplicate Correspondence
	8
	0.35%

	GA1000
	Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses
	584
	25.50%

	GA3000
	Impact Analysis: General Methodology For Establishing Impacts/Effects
	7
	0.31%

	GA5000
	Impact Analysis: Scientific Data Used to Determine Impacts
	10
	0.44%

	MT1000
	Miscellaneous Topics: General Comments
	1
	0.04%

	PN1000
	Purpose And Need: Planning Process And Policy
	2
	0.09%

	PN2000
	Purpose And Need: Park Purpose And Significance
	8
	0.35%

	PN3000
	Purpose And Need: Scope Of The Analysis
	7
	0.31%

	PN4000
	Purpose And Need: Park Legislation/Authority
	3
	0.13%

	PN8000
	Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action
	22
	0.96%

	PO1000
	Park Operations: Guiding Policies, Regs And Laws
	2
	0.09%

	PO2000
	Park Operations: Methodology And Assumptions
	5
	0.22%

	PO5100
	Park Operations: Funding
	2
	0.09%

	RF1000
	References: General Comments
	4
	0.17%

	SE4000
	Socioeconomics: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives
	8
	0.35%

	TE2000
	Threatened And Endangered Species: Methodology And Assumptions
	8
	0.35%

	VE2000
	Visitor Experience: Methodology And Assumptions
	1
	0.04%

	VE4000
	Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives
	15
	0.66%

	VF100
	VALUES: Value of Recreational Fishing, Including Surf Fishing
	6
	0.26%

	VG100
	VALUES: Value of other Visitor Opportunities (activities, programs, recreation etc.)
	10
	0.44%

	VH100
	VALUES: Value of Historical or Cultural Resources
	4
	0.17%

	Comment Distribution by Code

	Code
	Description
	Number of Comments
	Percentage

	VI100
	VALUES: Value of Vehicle Free and/or Wilderness Experience
	6
	0.26%

	VN100
	VALUES: Value of the Natural Resources or Setting (flora, fauna, views, natural quiet, undeveloped areas)
	8
	0.35%

	VS2000
	Visitor Conflicts And Safety: Methodology And Assumptions
	3
	0.13%

	VS4000
	Visitor Conflicts And Safety: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives
	1
	0.04%

	VU2000
	Visitor Use: Methodology And Assumptions
	1
	0.04%

	WH2000
	Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat: Methodology And Assumptions
	7
	0.31%

	Total
	
	2,290
	100%


	Correspondence Distribution by Correspondence Type

	Type
	Number of Correspondences

	Web Form
	63   

	Other
	3   

	Park Form
	14   

	Letter
	21   

	Petition
	566   

	Total
	667   


	Correspondence Signature Count by Organization Type 

	Organization Type
	Number of Correspondences

	Business
	1   

	Recreational Groups
	10   

	Conservation/Preservation
	2   

	State Government
	3   

	Unaffiliated Individual
	650   

	Civic Groups
	1   

	Total
	667   


	Correspondence Distribution by State

	State
	Percentage
	Number of Correspondences

	NJ
	1.02%   
	1   

	WY
	1.02%   
	1   

	CA
	2.04%   
	2   

	MA
	1.02%   
	1   

	VA
	4.08%   
	4   

	MD
	2.04%   
	2   

	ME
	1.02%   
	1   

	SC
	4.08%   
	4   

	NY
	3.06%   
	3   

	HI
	1.02%   
	1   

	TX
	1.02%   
	1   

	NC
	73.47%   
	72   

	PA
	4.08%   
	4   

	Unknown
	                                                           1.02%   
	                                                  1

	Total
	
	                                                98              


Cape Lookout National Seashore

Off-Road Vehicle (ORV) Management Plan and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Public Scoping Meeting Concern Summary

Report Date: 01/11/08 
Note:  Representative quotes are direct quotes and are provided below as entered by the commenter and were not altered to address any grammatical errors.  
AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16060 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Some commenters suggested ways and/or areas in which ORVs should be limited, including where ORV use should occur, such as on the ocean beach, back roads, and around pedestrian ramps with some stating it should be done in order to protect the resource. Other commenters were opposed to limiting ORV access at the  Seashore, stating that management beyond the current restriction is not needed and ORVs are needed for access to the Seashore.

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 4 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66492 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I can see limiting access to the area directly across from the current walking ramp as they already do. I can see limiting access to the inshore beach. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 29 
	Organization: United Mobile Sportfishermen, North Carolina Beach Buggy Association, Outer Banks Preservation Association , New Jersey Beach Buggy Association, AMERICAN MOBILE SPORTFISHERMEN ASSOCIATION, BRC, UNITED FOUR WHEEL DRIVE ASSOCIATION 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65914 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: ORV use is, and should be, limited to the open beach and existing back roads where their effect is minimal. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 90 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65183 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I would restrict vehicle traffic to the road behind the dunes and limit the number of vehicles allowed on the island at any given time. Ramps could be used as beach access points for pedestrians. 

	
	
	Corr. ID: 4 
	Organization: Not Specified 


	 
	
	Comment ID: 65990
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

	 
	
	Representative Quote: I can see limiting access to certain sections of the park during bird nesting season. 

	  
	
	Corr. ID: 91 
	Organization: Not Specified 


	 
	
	Comment ID: 65179 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual

	 
	
	Representative Quote: I support efforts to protect turtle and bird nesting areas, including limiting or eliminating vehicle and pedestrian access to these areas during the nesting season. 

	  
	
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66073 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -don’t want to see the number of ORVs limited to a specific number, it will balance itself naturally. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 40 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65769 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I am in major objection to any further restrictions that may be imposed on ORVS. First, it is not feasible to explore 56 miles of isolated beach with two boots and a backpack. Second, I believe the impact of ORVS to be minimal considering the tides, winds and shifting sands that are constantly reshaping the islands. 


AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminating ORV Access 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16065 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters had varying opinions on eliminating ORV access at the Seashore. Some commenters opposed eliminating access stating that eliminating ORV use would impact visitor experience. Others supported the elimination of ORV access because of concerns for wildlife, wildlife habitat, and preservation of the Seashore. 

	
	Representative Quote(s):
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	
	
	Comment ID: 66016 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	
	
	Representative Quote: -Don’t do away with ORV use totally 

	
	
	Corr. ID: 64 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	
	
	Comment ID: 65738 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	
	
	Representative Quote: My main concern is limitation of ORVs. My children and I enjoy Lookout in our old truck!!! We fish, surf, camp, and pick up trash. It would break my heart to not be able to continue these memories with my kids! I'm not sure where this whole ORV plan is going. But, please keep it going for my grandkids!!!!!!! 

	  
	
	Corr. ID: 47 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65724 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: For a good NEPA analysis, one of the options that need to be considered is the elimination of ORV use at Cape Lookout. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 49 
	Organization: NC Aquarium at Pine Knoll Shores 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66043 
	Organization Type: Business 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: ORVs should not be allowed in a National Park. Period. Let alone a park with such delicate habitat, as many endangered/threatened species using the beaches for that habitat (ground nesting birds, sea turtles, etc.), and a park which already suffers from high visitation (trash, boat strikes, etc.). 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 53 
	Organization: Carroll County Public Schools 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65910 
	Organization Type: State Government 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: All ORV's should be banned except for necessary official use. Including personal watercraft. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 57 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65905 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Very simply I think all ORV use should be banned from Cape Lookout National Seashore. The physical destruction, and the air and noise pollution should be enough to ban this type of recreation. 


AC1030 - Alternative Concepts: Permitting Restrictions 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16067 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters supported utilizing a permit system for ORV access at the Seashore and suggested how to implement such a system. Suggested components of a permit system included limiting the number of permits, providing an educational component, including permit enforcement measures, and setting a limit on the physical size of ORVs within the permit regulations. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 5 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65973 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Possible funding for improved ORV management could be obtained through a permit/ sticker fee by all vehicles accessing these areas. It doesn't seem fair to allow vehicles use of these resources without a charge. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 56 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65860 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The concessionaires should issue a triplicate consecutively numbered permit for each vehicle. One copy stays with the vehicle, the concessionaire keeps one copy, and one copy goes to the park. This would provide better accountability of ORV's entering the park. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 80 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65561 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Develop a permit system with an educational component that would be required for each vehicle allowed on the seashore. The number of permits would be determined by carrying capacity. Permits would not have to come with a fee, but it would ensure that each vehicle entering the seashore is aware of the rules and regulations within the park as well as how their actions can help in the success of nesting wildlife (ie. Don't' set up camp next to a nesting bird). If a permitted holder is found in violation of any of these rules and regulations then their permit and privileges would be immediately revoked for the season. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65296 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Second, with a permit requirement, there is an opportunity to require educational information to be distributed to each ORV driver as part of the permitting system. For example, at Cape Cod National Seashore, ORV drivers have to view an educational video that provides information about ORV use and relevant restrictions such as management protections. With such a process, it is difficult for operators to argue that they were not aware of relevant resource management regulations, and valuable information is provided regarding the reasons for resource management measures. Third, if a violation exists, one potential penalty is loss of the permit. For certain users, such a penalty may be a much more powerful deterrent than just the possibility of a fine. Fourth, a permit system would provide specific, reliable data regarding the number of vehicles authorized for use at the Seashore. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65295 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Establish Number Limits and Permit System 

We urge the National Seashore to implement a permit system for ORV use at the Seashore. Each ORV, regardless of type, should be required to have a permit before it is allowed to operate on Seashore beaches. As part of a permit system, there should be a total numerical limit to be determined during the planning process. Such a limit could have two components. One permit type could be for the entire year, for frequent visitors. A second type could be a week in duration, which would address the needs of less frequent visitors to the Seashore. 

While some may say that such an approach is not necessary given current use levels at the Seashore, we believe that a permit system is essential to protect the natural values of the Seashore. There are several clear benefits of a permit system. First, with an appropriately set numerical limit on total ORV use, the values of the Seashore will be preserved while still allowing ORV access. Otherwise, as ORV use levels grow in the future there inevitably will be increased degradation and conflicts between different types of recreation. Without a permit system, we are very concerned that Cape Lookout eventually will face many of the contentions issues that Cape Hatteras National Seashore currently faces. We urge the Seashore to take action now, rather than delaying and potentially facing litigation. 


AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16068 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Some commenters stated the Seashore should continue with ORV current management. Many stated ORV users are respectful of closures, signage, wildlife habitat, and the current system of management, including ORVs needing to take a ferry to the island,  is working and does naturally limit the number of ORVs accessing the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 16 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65979 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I believe that the current interim management plan contains the elements to effectively manage ORV use. Temporary closures of turtle nesting, enforcement of traffic laws, requirements for properly inspected equipment are working. It is worth noting that most NC vehicles have to pass a rigorous emission inspection. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 26 
	Organization: Davis Island Fishing Foundation  

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65919 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Continue with status quo where park service only closes beach and back road access when turtle nests are relocated in certain areas and when endangered migratory birds are nesting in those areas. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 83 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65522 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The current use is sustainable. The number of vehicles is limited to the number of Ferry loads. Very simple, don't authorize any greater number of Ferry loads per day. Vehicles create a much lesser impact on the natural environment than does foot traffic. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 85 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65496 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The major issues that are affected by ORV use are the issues of economy around the seashore, visitor use and experience, federally listed threatened and endangered species, and locally sensitive species. The current management has addressed all of these very well. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65600 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The current way the NPS is conducting business is sustainable. It has been occurring for many years with minimal, if no, ill environmental effects.

With current restrictions to back road, ramps, ecological closures, the beach exclosure near the lighthouse, no ORV access to Portsmouth village, prohibition on dune driving, etc, in my opinion, both the cultural and natural resources are adequately protected. These are several areas at present where ORV use is restricted. I don't think any additional areas are warranted. 

	  
	
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66048 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -would like to see ORV use preserved and kept as is for public uses so private citizens can access the area - since it is such a vast park. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 22 
	Organization: Davis Island Fishing Foundation  

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65964 
	Organization Type: Recreational Groups 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: DIFF supports the continuation of status quo beach access by responsible ORV use at Cape Lookout National Seashore during the ORV Management plan and Environmental Impact process of developing ORV Special Regulations. 


AC2200 - Alternative Concepts: Nighttime Restrictions 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16072 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters suggested the Seashore use nighttime driving restrictions, stating they would be beneficial to turtles and shorebirds. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 80 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65568 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Nesting female sea turtles can be disturbed by lights and other night time activities resulting in an aborted nesting attempt, while sea turtle hatchlings are disorientated by artificial lights leading them away from the ocean and placing them at high risk of predation or being run over by vehicles that are unable to see them. Research has also shown that birds and chicks are also attracted to bright lights placing them at high risk of being run over by night operated vehicles. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 84 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen  

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65508 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: There has been some talk about abolishing night driving on the beach face... if the back road were in better condition, and there were more places to access the front beach this might not be a problem. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65290 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Address Nighttime Driving Impacts on Birds 

We are concerned about the impacts from driving on the beach at night. The Seashore is aware of concerns that are specific to driving at night. In the past, there has been mortality of shorebirds (especially American Oystercatchers) that are attracted to vehicle lights, and, as a result fly towards the headlights. The result can be take or injury of shorebirds. We urge the National Park Service to address these forms of disturbance with adequate buffer distances so that these concerns are alleviated. 

	  
	
	Corr. ID: 84 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen  

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65509 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Please do not become like CAHA and not allow folks to be on the beach face at night. 


AC2270 - Alternative Concepts: Additional Amenities 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16074 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters suggested additional amenities could be provided by a concessioner such as a central electric generator and a reservations system. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 44 
	Organization: Core Banks Surf Fishing Club 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65713 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Require the concessionaire to maintain reservation records at the Davis office. The current system is awkward. Have to contact another location to access information and often that number is not manned during the day. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 89 
	Organization: Davis Island Fishing Foundation  

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65227 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Rustic cabins should be maintained and concessionare services at approximately the historic levels of service. Central electrical generator would reduce the noise level associated with individual generators now used on South Core Banks at the Great Island Camp. Extending cabin rental and their associated services to 12 months a year should be a long term goal. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16075 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters provided suggestions for additional ORV related amenities they would like to see at the Seashore including sources of fresh water; trash dumps; shelters; fish cleaning stations; and establishment of a swim beach. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66077 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Freshwater source at North End of Portsmouth 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66076 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Freshwater Source for campers and users at Cape Area to prevent back and forth travel to Great island camp 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66021 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Include fish washing stations 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66083 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Trash dump for collected trash from visitors, several sites 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66078 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Sun shelter at North End of Portsmouth 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 44 
	Organization: Core Banks Surf Fishing Club 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65709 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Consider establishing a swimming beach at the cabin area. 


AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16076 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters suggested communication and outreach elements that could be included in the ORV Management Plan/EIS including use of handouts; providing better explanations regarding closures; having visitors sign letters of understanding before getting on a ferry; making NPS staff and volunteers more identifiable; developing procedures for prompt notification of beach closures; increasing signage; and increasing interpretive programs. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66063 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -ORV groups do a great deal to preserve the pristine area, such as beach cleanup. Educate visitors to these efforts to eliminate the negative stigma associated with ORV users and fishermen. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66069 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -more interpretive programs for kids, not just at the lighthouse - include North Core Banks 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66029 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Better information board at Ferry Pickup instead of drop-off so that they (visitors) get information/education 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 20 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65707 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Increase education on user ethics and minimum impacts use (air tires/low pressure, closures, routes) also on the tradition of use. Provide this info through an on-line survey or on ferry. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 44 
	Organization: Core Banks Surf Fishing Club 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65715 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Increase signage on rules and regulations for the park both on the island and mainland. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 84 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen  

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65506 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Better education and enforcement is a key issue in most of the park. ATV use has sometimes been abused, but most serious ORV enthusiasts want to be able to come back, and obey the rules. Again, enforcement and education is the prime reason for negligence by ATV riders. I would personally like to see an NPS presence in the park on a more regular basis.... the volunteers and turtle and bird people should all have shirts/uniforms that identifies them as NPS. Even when rangers are not in the park, some abusers would see NPS identifiers and behave totally differently. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 88 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65249 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I also believe that these areas can be used responsibly by ORV users if they are educated on the rules and procedures of the park. This can be done by having pamphlets available. Signing letters of understanding before being allowed to take the ferry to the Island or when landing on the Island at the dock. This will let people know that there is an expectation of responsibility and that there is a possibility that people will notice unacceptable behavior. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65589 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Develop procedures for prompt and efficient public notification of beach access status including any temporary ORV use restrictions for such things as resource and public safety closures, storm events, etc. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65595 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I've been employed in public service for 25 years which has taught me if you articulately explain reasons for policy, restrictions, laws ets., you achieve better compliance. Perhaps, somehow, the NPs can explain the reasons they close an area, restrict travel, limit access, temporarily close an area or certain roads etc. more effectively. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65590 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: How about an information board at fish cleaning stations, ferry terminals, caretakers cabin etc. which would illuminate current road conditions, restriction and closures? How about a dedicated space on the NPs website for CLNS current status? 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16077 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters suggested how volunteers and community organizations could assist the Seashore to provide education, including using surf fishing groups, local students; and retirees to help with enforcement. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 68 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Sport Fishermen 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65745 
	Organization Type: Recreational Groups 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I would also like to suggest that some of us fishermen (ORV) nearing retirement age would volunteer to police the island on a volunteer basis with some training to work with and for the Park Service. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 78 
	Organization: Davis Island Fishing Foundation 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65607 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I would enlist the aid of Surf Fishing Groups such as DIFF to provide education on responsible ORV use and protection of endangered species while temporary enclosures are in force. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 96 
	Organization: Davis Island Fishing Foundation 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65719 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Offer work trip opportunities to science or biology. Students in our state need "Community Service Hours." 


AC2310 - Alternative Concepts: Increase ORV Access 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16078 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters supported increasing the amount of ORV access at the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66027 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Unlimited ORV access 


AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16079 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters suggested the Seashore increase the level of law enforcement beyond current levels, including providing 24-hour enforcement. Commenters stated increased law enforcement would be a key component of the ORV Plan/EIS. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66040 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -More enforcement on high-use weekends such as Memorial day, Labor Day, and 4th of July 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 39 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65780 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Certainly rope off any truly sensitive areas. Increased Enforcement of out of bounds areas would be acceptable and I would pay fees to allow this. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 86 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65317 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Currently, the NPS at Cape Lookout does not have law enforcement rangers in the park for the entire day (24 hours). Regular visitors to the park are aware there is no ranger presence after 4:30 pm except during peak holiday times. Unfortunately, this arrangement encourages a few ORV operators to disregard well posted regulations.
More law enforcement rangers need to be present in the Park at all times for any plan to work, including the current arrangement. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65304 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Increase Law Enforcement Staffing 

We are very concerned that the current level of staffing of law enforcement is completely inadequate for the Seashore. While many of the visitors to the Seashore may obey existing regulations, one violation at the wrong time and location could have significant adverse impacts to nesting shorebirds or colonial waterbirds. Given the low staffing levels, visitors who are inclined to violate resource management regulations know that there is little chance they will be caught. We urge the Seashore to implement a staffing level that allows a daily patrol on each of the larger islands (North Core, South Core, Shackleford Banks). 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16082 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters suggested the Seashore utilize assistance from the public for enforcement actions by allowing the public to provide a report/citation of violations; using volunteer rangers; and using a hotline to report violations. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 83 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65526 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Occasionally a few ignorants park on a dune, every one of us should be authorized to issue a citation or at least provided an official report sheet with which we can provide testimony to these acts. Along with the age of digital cameras and license plates, this should serve as a sufficient way to punish and teach those who are ignorant of the delicate nature of the dunes. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 96 
	Organization: Davis Island Fishing Foundation 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65717 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Start volunteer rangers to help current staff. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65591 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: May I suggest a dedicated phone number (toll free 
"hotline') to be used by responsible beach users via cell phone to report violations which are occurring at CLNS so as to facilitate a prompt and efficient NPS police response - the "hotline" number could be posted on websites, at concessionaire locations, pertinent docks and marinas, information boards, local park service offices, in mandatory handouts, caretake cabins, rentable cabins, etc. ORV users should be encouraged to observe information on violators and then call this "hotline" number. NPs Police could respond in a timely fashion to an ongoing complaint and correct the problem/ stop the violation. The NPS also could coordinate with the concessionaire and have a Police officer waiting at a ferry terminal when the violator attempts to leave the seashore via ferry. Easy ticket, great publicity, efficient use of police time and protection of the resource I'd even bet the local clubs would post a reward for turning in violators. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16083 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters suggested how the Seashore could improve law enforcement activities. Suggestions included greater fines for violations, especially for repeat offenders; more visible law enforcement; restricting operation of 4-wheel drive vehicles to individuals over 16 years of age; increasing interaction between NPS staff and the public; and requiring visitors to read the rules before entering the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66057 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -4-wheel vehicles should not be operated by anyone under 16 - should be a priority to enforce 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66011 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Stiff Penalties for Violators 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 45 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65732 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: More interaction of park service employees with visitors to the park would help. Anyone found damaging the park and/or not obeying the rules should be asked to leave. This needs to be enforced, not just used as a threat. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 48 
	Organization: Student Conservation Association 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65699 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Law Enforcements responsibility should be to protect visitors in the park and the parks natural resources not, to overlook violations as to prevent them from being labeled as a park that likes to give tickets. (As I was told by a law enforcement officer) Habitual offenders (those who are witnessed various times throughout a given period ~ex. Memorial Day weekend, Labor Day weekend, 4th of July weekend) should be removed from the park, thus instilling the importance of following all regulations in the park. Too many times I was told by visitors that they were just following traffic when they were found in a posted closed area. Also I know for a fact that the ferry operators will inform visitors when there is not any law enforcement present in the park. Law enforcement officers can become so routine in their daily habits that frequent visitors will become aware of how to avoid getting caught. Most importantly law enforcement should not be required to stay within a radius of the ferry landing; the park can use volunteers for this. Frequent visitors also become aware that law enforcement cannot for example drive any father north than mile 9, so they know once they have passed that point that they will not be approached for breaking rules. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 83 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65513 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: People should be required to read the rules before they go and the Park Service should have a much greater presence on the Island to enforce those rules. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 93 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65629 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: If the enforcement staff was more visible to the visitors there would be less damage to the resources. 


AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16084 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters suggested alternative elements related to ORV access to the Seashore and the type of transportation provided to visitors once they reach the Seashore. Suggestions included providing shuttles to access different parts of the islands; limiting or maintaining at the current level the number of ferry operations; and limiting the number of ORVs allowed to access the island, possibly through a lottery system. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 44 
	Organization: Core Banks Surf Fishing Club 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65714 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Have only one concessionaire for vehicle transportation; multiple concessionaires transporting vehicles would cause problems in monitoring the number of vehicles on the island. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 48 
	Organization: Student Conservation Association 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65682 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I believe that there should be a cap set on the number of ORV's allowed on each island in the park. Recreational users should be chosen by lottery on a monthly basis. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 56 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65857 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Provide better beach access with public transportation from the two cabin camps to encourage overnight visitation by families without ORV's. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 80 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65556 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Maintain current levels of vehicle ferry operations to ensure carrying capacity is not exceeded. Only allow one concessionaire to operate vehicle ferries to each of the islands and place limits on the number of ferries they are allowed to operate per day as well as the number of vehicles each ferry is allowed to carry. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 83 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65533 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I would manage ORVs by simply limiting the number of ferries onto the island every day. I would also recommend that it be made illegal to transport any ORV to the island by a means other than on the ferry. When park officials check for fishing licenses and compliance with limits etc, they should also be checking for documentation which would prove that all vehicles arrived at the island via the ferry. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 90 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65184 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The park should consider the use of shuttle buses on the island to decrease the need for individuals to have ORVs on the island. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16086 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters suggested alternative elements regulating the size and/or types of vehicles allowed to access the Seashore. Concerns included the weight of vehicles shifting sand and regulation of ATV numbers and equipment, as well as making sure vehicles are in good working order. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66012 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Look at number of 2 stroke vs. 4 stroke engines for emissions 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66035 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -require vehicles to meet muffler standards to minimize noise impact (ATVs especially) 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 56 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65855 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Encourage use of ATV's instead of conventional 4WD vehicles. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 56 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65861 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: All ATV's should only be able to access the park via the ferry services, rather than on personal boats. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 80 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65560 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Consider a ban on vehicles trailered vehicles (ie. Boats, ATV's and campers). 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 80 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65557 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Only allow street legal and licensed vehicles in the park thereby removing ATV use. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 80 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65559 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Enforce size and weight limitations on vehicles. Back roads are not designed for large and cumbersome vehicles creating additional safety issues and inevitable resource damage. Likewise, these large vehicles are heavy and cause soil compaction. This compaction leads to a loss in invertebrate species that many of the parks protected shorebirds rely on as food for their survival. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65302 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: We also request that the Seashore address the use of ATVs at the Seashore. There are two specific concerns. First, we have observed that ATVs can be much louder than regular vehicles, resulting in additional risk of disturbance to nesting shorebirds and colonial waterbirds. Second, we are concerned that ATVs pose additional threats of degradation and disturbance with their ability to travel where regular ORVs are unable to enter and potentially elude law enforcement officers. The Seashore should address these concerns in the planning process. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16087 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters provided alternative elements related to regulation of certain visitor uses. Specific uses included regulating pets and litter, restricting visitor use in sensitive resource areas, and providing guided tours. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66022 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Do not do away with guided tours - this would limit use to only ORV users 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66015 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Do away with guided tours that run to the same locations and do damage along the route 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 80 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65564 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Under no circumstances should vehicles be permitted in areas where there are unfledged chicks. This may require extending the interdunal road in some areas or creating by-pass routes. If neither of these alternatives are an option then the beach would be closed completely to ORV access, remaining open to pedestrians, until chicks have fledged or the turtle nest has hatched. The park would need to ensure the beach would be promptly re-opened as soon as possible. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65289 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Address Disturbance from Dogs 

We are concerned about disturbance from unleashed dogs. There are two principal issues; the first is dogs that are brought to the beach in ORVs, especially on North and South Core Banks. The second issue is dogs that are brought to the beach in boats, especially on Shackleford Banks, North and South Core Banks, Middle Core Banks, and Ophelia Banks. Disturbance from dogs is a serious issue at all of these areas and increased enforcement is needed. 

We urge the Seashore to prohibit the presence of dogs on Middle Core Banks and Ophelia Banks due to the high importance of these areas to nesting shorebirds and colonial waterbirds, the clear risk to nesting shorebirds and colonial waterbirds from dogs off leash, and the high difficulty of having a law enforcement presence to address dog off leash violations. 

We also urge the Seashore to increase protection for nesting shorebirds and colonial waterbirds at North Core and South Core Banks. The Seashore should strictly enforce leash regulations for dogs and a minimum of 100m of additional buffer distance should be added in areas where dogs are permitted (Hunter et al. 2006). As recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in the Atlantic Coast Revised Recovery Plan (USFWS 1996:192), on beaches where Piping Plovers are present or have traditionally nested, pets "should be prohibited from April 1 through August 31 if, based on observations and experience, pet owners fail to keep pets leashed and under control." This recommendation also should be implemented for other important shorebird and colonial waterbird nesting areas. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 93 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65644 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I feel that dogs are an increasing problem in the Park. Most visitors do not leash their dogs. The cabin areas and the beach area in front of the babins are nothing but a toilet for the dogs. People staying in the cabin walk their dogs so the dogs can relieve themselves in these areas. This is unsightly and unhealthy. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 94 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65576 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Litter is omnipresent all along the shore. I know much of it washes up from the ocean, but I also witnessed people carelessly tossing trash. There was also a definite correlation between when large amounts of fishermen arrived in the fall and the amount of trash on the beach. There needs to be some sort of clean-up crew or a strong urging for people to clean up their surrounding area.

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16088 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters provided alternative elements addressing the system of ORV routes and parking areas at the Seashore. Suggestions included providing turn outs along the back road; increasing the parking fee for vehicles; and improving maintenance of the back road. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 44 
	Organization: Core Banks Surf Fishing Club 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65708 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Maintain the back road to minimize traffic on the beach. The road should be graded periodically and widened in spots to allow vehicles to pull off. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 44 
	Organization: Core Banks Surf Fishing Club 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65712 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Increase the fee for parking vehicles on the island to generate some income to help with the maintenance of the back road. Perhaps a private contractor might be most efficient manner to maintain the back road. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 48 
	Organization: Student Conservation Association 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65689 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Fees should be set in order to have a staff to maintain back road access when the shoreline is closed during nesting seasons, and adequate law enforcement staff to properly enforce ORV regulations. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 78 
	Organization: Davis Island Fishing Foundation 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65608 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Provide frequent "turnouts" along the back road to promote safety and prevent unwanted vehicular incursion into sensitive areas. Provide "safe haven" areas for vehicles to park during inclement weather when the beach may be impassable due to high tides etc., this would help prevent ORV users from driving into the dunes to escape tides. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16089 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	One commenter requested an exemption for helmets for 4-wheel operators. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 82 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65542 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I think there should be and exemption for helmets and passengers on 4 wheelers like the hunters have to the NC Laws. Fisherman should not be treated differently than the hunters. 


AC5000 - Alternative Concepts: Control Predatory Species 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16090 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters requested the ORV Plan/EIS address predators, as many felt this was one of the predominant threats to sensitive species. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 20 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65703 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: deal with raccoons/predators 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65283 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Manage Predators 

Predation is a natural occurrence and it is important in maintaining ecosystem balance. It is also a key factor influencing waterbird and shorebird nesting productivity at the Seashore. Predation can become problematic when the predator is an introduced species, when the population of a predator is un-naturally high due to human influences, when predation is occurring on species experiencing significant population declines, or when there are efforts underway to restore nesting sites (Parnell et al. 1988, Hunter et al. 2006). 

It is important for the Seashore to fully understand the impact of predators, especially non-native predators, on the nesting success of waterbirds and shorebirds within the Seashore. Removal of non-native predators (e.g., feral cats) at nesting sites is warranted and should be fully implemented. In key nesting areas, control of native mammalian predators (e.g., raccoon) is warranted in areas where these predators are contributing significantly to nest failure, nesting site abandonment, or chick mortality in state or federally-listed shorebirds or colonial waterbird species. We also recommend that the Seashore take action to reduce avian and mammalian predator numbers by addressing and reducing, through increased educational and law enforcement efforts, human caused sources of food including, but not limited to, trash or scraps at the cabins, food/fish/bait left on the beach, and feeding of predators. 


AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16091 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated the current system of closures and resource protection measures is working to protect sensitive species, while providing access for visitors. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 31 
	Organization: New Jersey Beach Buggy Association 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65831 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The protected and endangered species are well protected by the National Park Service who blocks off areas to ORV traffic as needed. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 85 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65499 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Management has done very well to identify, and protect the threatened and endangered species, and locally sensitive species. ORV users have also done their part in recognizing and respecting these species and I have found no evidence that ORV users have done anything to contribute to the degradation of these species under current management rules. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 93 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65630 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The Interim Protected Species Management Plan of 2006 has worked well to address species and habitat concerns. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16092 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters provided examples of conflicts between ORV users and threatened and endangered species that have occurred at the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 86 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65315 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I have come across groups of people (not NPS sanctioned) standing around a nesting sea turtle with their ORV lights shining on the turtle. Nesting sea turtles are disturbed by ORV operators that run up and down the beaches at night specifically looking for them in order to observe nesting. The vehicle lights and noise disturb the animals and may discourage them from nesting at all. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 86 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65316 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I have watched ORV operators ride toward and into flocks of birds, disturbing them. This is a real issue during the migratory seasons when birds are looking for a resting place and can not afford to spend extra energy stores. It is also an issue during nesting season when disturbed birds leave eggs or chicks unattended exposing them to extreme temperatures and predators. There is also a small percentage of chicks that are run over by ORVs each year. I have observed ORV operators riding in areas that are supposed to be closed to vehicles such as on dunes, in posted nesting areas (both birds and turtles), and in fragile marsh areas. 


AE12000 - Affected Environment: Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16096 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenter stated current concerns for wildlife include animals getting caught in fishing line, oil leaks from ORVs, and disturbance from noise. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 11 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66018 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I have NEVER seen an ORV or similar vehicle that did not have some type of oil leak and we know what oil does to the environment. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66046 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Current problem of wildlife caught in fishing line - i.e. birds & dolphins, will that be addressed? 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 80 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65558 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Noise levels of ATV's negatively impact the natural soundscapes and are more likely to disturb nesting wildlife. 


AE13000 - Affected Environment: Cultural Resources 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16098 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated ORVs currently do not access or impact cultural resources such as shipwrecks, historic structures, or Portsmouth Village. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 54 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65931 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Cultural Resources: The historic village of Portsmouth is already closed to private ORVs at the present time. I do not know of any incidents o f unauthorized salvage of shipwrecks involving vehicles at Cape Lookout. The probability of the public losing anything of significant value in this manner is extremely unlikely. ORV operators at CLNS tend to be more vigilant and will avoid anything that can puncture a tire in a place where roadside assistance can be extremely-expensive. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 58 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65893 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Cultural Resources
Most all of the historical structures are already off limits to ORV use, and any shipwrecks that might be uncovered by storms are avoided as they pose a danger to the vehicles. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65594 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: And cultural resources such as shipwrecks are not any less protected from those who access them by boat as they are from those who access them by ORV. They are a cultural resource and, as such, should be available for all to enjoy. 


AE20000 - Affected Environment: Land Use 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16100 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters noted land development in the area has reduced the areas available for the recreational opportunities such as those provided at the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 2 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66071 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I imagine much of the pressure for more regulation is coming for new home owners adjacent to the Park. This constituency should not be able to change years of practice because they have paid millions for a new vacation home. They knew the practice before they purchased. Their home gives them no more rights than the general public is entitled in the National Parks. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 27 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65898 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The rapid expansion of coastal residential development has significantly reduced the availability of beach access for surf fishing. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 89 
	Organization: Davis Island Fishing Foundation  

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65216 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I recognize that the Core Banks is a unique resource with a rich heritage including continuous use of ORVs for surf fishing since World War II, long before the establishment of the Cape Lookout National Seashore. The seashore is not encumbered by rigid structures such as paved roads, power lines or private property near the shoreline. The rapid expansion of coastal residential development has significantly reduced the availability of beach access for surf fishing in many other areas. The South Core Banks is one of the best remaining natural beaches for surf fishing on the East Coast. The Cape Lookout National Seashore should be managed to retain its' existing natural characteristics and long-standing surf fishing heritage. 


AE21000 - Affected Environment: Socioeconomics 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16101 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters noted the positive economic impacts fishing brings to the local economy. One commenter noted this benefit is not possible without ORV use. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 58 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65894 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Economy of the Communities around the Seashore Fishermen come from all over the east coast to be on the banks, and they leave a sizeable amount of money behind in the local communities.  Additionally, a percentage of the concessionaires' income is taken by the Park, and the Park charges fees for long-term parking permits. I may be mistaken, but I don't believe the walk-on visitors at Cape Lookout, coming from Harkers Island or Ocracoke, pay user fees to the Park. Employment along the coastal communities of Core sound is very limited - working for the concessionaire is a highly-respected job desired by many of the locals. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 83 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65521 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Educating the public as to the deep rooted history and financial benefit to the area that has been provided by the fishing community. Without us fisherman as an economic boost there would be very little reason or way for the local population to sustain itself. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 83 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65536 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The local economy has been driven by the sea since the area was settled. Who are we to cut off this lifeline of sustenance to them. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 85 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65498 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Family business and economic stimulus from the use of the ORV user have been a major contributor to the local economy. 


AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16102 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters noted ORV use occurring at the Seashore is responsible and limited, with many ORV users providing positive benefits such as picking up litter. They also felt there were places at the Seashore for a non-ORV experience. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 37 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65742 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The number of vehicles visiting the park is self limiting by the number of vehicles that can be carried by the concessionaire's. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 72 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65651 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: If visitors feel that ORV use deters from their experience they can be accommodated at Shackelford or Ophelia Islands. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 83 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65537 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Second, if you were to survey every fisherman leaving the island you would find that 95% of them leave with more trash than they arrived with. We fisherman are conservationists. We are the ones who fight for the government to put limits on fish sizes and bags. We enjoy nature and wants to preserve it for generations to come. Look around the lighthouse on Cape Lookout and you will find more garbage than anywhere else on the beach. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65592 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Responsible ORV users understand if they don't abide by NPS rules and regulations they may lose their privileges and therefore this user group is the NPS's best informant. Yes, we have noticed the occasional track from a lone, rogue, irresponsible ORV which leads through the dunes., but these tracks are few and far between. Indeed, a very high percentage of the ORV users understand and abide by the NPS rules and regulations. unfortunately, no matter what you do, there will always be a very small minority of people who think themselves superior be it an interstate driver or an art museum patron. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16103 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters provided examples of how ORVs enhance their visitor experience including allowing them to bring needed supplies and equipment to the seashore, providing shelter in inclement weather, providing access to areas of the Seashore for certain recreational uses, and providing affordable lodging. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 2 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66074 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The Barrier Island National Parks have been most actively used by outdoor enthusiasts for fishing for years. As residential development continues to encroach on the national park, reasonable beach access for fishing is only provided by ORVs. This is a vital access for fisherman. As fishing piers disappear this is the only access for most fishermen. There is no other access for the remote areas of the coast. Most fishermen are good protectors of the resource. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 12 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66007 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: ORV access is necessary for the elderly who can't afford private boats or walk long distances from the ferry. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 54 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65935 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Primitive environment: Everything park visitors need during their stay at CLNS must be brought, over; there are no stores or restaurants. Families would be shut out by restrictive ORV policy that would prevent the carriage of adequate provisions. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 58 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65882 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Because of the sometimes violent weather that can come up quickly, a vehicle offers protection and safety. It also offers mobility to move up and down the beach in times of storms or to get away from the bugs. This is especially true for the elderly and the disabled. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 60 
	Organization: Mid Island Surfcasters 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65844 
	Organization Type: Recreational Groups 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: ORV access to the islands has been traditional for generations, even before creation of the Seashore. The access in mainly for the ORV user to partake in the fine surf fishing opportunity on the seashore. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 75 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65616 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Without ORVs, specifically quad bikes, the village would be inaccessible to ANYONE coming on to the island via the Morris Marina ferry; the village is another 18 miles up the beach. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 84 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen  

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65505 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Slide in truck campers are an alternative for people that cannot afford to rent a cabin each time they come, and also help with visitation numbers due to the lack of cabin space available during prime fishing seasons. Tent camping is at a minimum on CALO due to harsh conditions that tenters need to face. The wind tears up many tents for those who are novices. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16105 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	One commenter questioned why the spit/hook area was closed. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 58 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65892 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: View sheds and Aesthetics
Beauty is in the eye of the beholder. Is this why the spit/hook area is closed? I've never met anyone with the Park Service who would give me an answer to that question. Former Superintendent Bill Harris said, in passing, that the "boat people" want the area to themselves for nude sunbathing" but that doesn't seem right. That area has now been closed for more than ten years. Is it any better than the areas of which vehicles are allowed? Is this a double standard? 


AE23000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Conflicts 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16107 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters had differing opinions about the level of visitor conflict at the Seashore, with some stating they have not viewed any and others that have. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 3 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65986 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: We have never had a conflict anyone on the island who was either walking, driving, tenting or RV camping. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 83 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65520 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I have never seen a conflict between those visiting on foot and those in vehicles. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65597 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Other users are currently able to camp in tents without any conflict caused by responsible ORV users. There is so much room out there that all can experience the grace of the seashore. 


AE24000 - Affected Environment: Soundscapes 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16109 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated that between the ambient noise and improved muffler systems, ORV use did not impact soundscapes at the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 54 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65924 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Soundscapes: Management and use of properly muffled four cycle ORVS has a negligible effect on seashore soundscapes. The sound emitted by any four cycle engine more than several feet away is completely overwhelmed by the sound of the surf. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 93 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65634 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The sounds of properly muffled four cycle ORV's is covered up by the sound of the surf at a very short distance. 


AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topography 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16110 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated ORV use has minimal impact on the Seashore’s topographic features, especially when compared to natural processes. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 72 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65652 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The proof is in the island itself that is now half the width it use to be, ask any local. Every visit we are amazed how the island has incredibly restored itself since Isabel four years ago. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65593 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: As for the ocean beaches, I see no negative impact of ORV use on them. 


AE7000 - Affected Environment: Air Quality 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16112 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters felt air quality is not an issue; the prevailing winds blow away exhaust and the amount of exhaust created is not great. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 58 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65884 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Air Quality
Any pollution that is created by vehicles in the park is tiny compared to the constant open burning and millions of vehicles up wind on the mainland. If this is an area where reduced vehicle emission is desired by the National Park Service (NPS), may I suggest that the backroad see some basic maintenance in the spring and fall in order to make travel faster and more efficient? Additionally, a water source at the south end of Cape Lookout and at the north end of North Core Banks would prevent users from having to drive long distances for what may be a trip only to get clean, safe potable water. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 83 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65539 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Exhaust and fumes are blown off the island almost as quickly as they are emitted. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 93 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65633 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Properly maintained and managed use of four cycle ORV's does little to harm the air quality due to the prevailing winds. 


AE8000 - Affected Environment: Visual Quality 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16113 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters felt ORVs do not impact the visual quality of the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 54 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65930 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Viewsheds and Aesthetics: Opposition to ORV use at CLNS based on this issue is very unlikely since it is usually rooted in concern for maintaining the property value of nearby private residences. To my knowledge, there are no salable real estate interests within the CLNS. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65586 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: CLNS is vast enough to eliminate the view of ORVs from many users' eyes. In addition, ORVs are low to the ground compared to many viewshed detractors and can hide on the beach when viewed from anywhere on the sound-side of the dunes when they are on the inside road, they are hidden from view from any eyes on the ocean side of the dunes. 


AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16114 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters agreed with the current management of the Seashore. Commenters felt ORVs are managed by the number able to access the islands by the ferry. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66075 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -like it the way it is, it is managed properly and NPS does a great job and the concessions are great. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 64 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65737 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I think the current way the Park Service is managing access and environmental concerns is good. You're roping off where we don't need to go. You're giving us access in other areas when you do. The turtle closings are great. The showers are nice! 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 84 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen  

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65504 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The park self limits the number of vehicles that access the park due to the available ferry space. 

	  
	
	
	


BO1000 - Concerns Regarding the Biological Opinion 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16118 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	One commenter did not agree with the incidental take statement for the Interim Protected Species Management Plan/EA, and did not want similar statements incorporated into the Plan/EIS. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65292 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Incidental Take 

We have strong concerns regarding the nearly open-ended provisions that exist in the biological opinion on the Interim Plan that allows incidental take of federally listed species. We would strongly oppose a similar incidental take provision for turtles or birds being included in the long-term ORV management plan. We have serious concerns regarding the legal adequacy of such a take allowance. In addition, we do not believe it is appropriate for the National Park Service to request authorization for activities that knowingly may result in take of endangered or threatened species. The National Park Service should be serving as a positive example of resource management for sensitive or listed species, rather than a participant in the race towards minimal possible protection. 


CC1000 - Consultation and Coordination: General Comments 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16119 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters asked to be included in future planning efforts and for the Seashore to continue working with the community on this issue. One commenter suggested establishing a place where groups could gather to discuss park issues. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66067 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Need places where groups can gather to discuss the park issues - coordination among groups 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 23 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65951 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: We look forward to working with the park to help create the best possible plan for the continuation of responsible ORV use in the Cape Lookout National Seashore. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 79 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65553 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: We ask that you include us in all future planning and offer our assistance whenever needed. 


CR4000 - Cultural Resources: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16120 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	One commenter questioned if historic preservation would lead to increased vehicle use. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66047 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Preservation of older houses in the village - will that lead to increased vehicle use? 


GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16121 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters felt many of the issues presented at public scoping were unsubstantiated or overstated, and questioned the terms “could” and “would” when describing impacts. They felt ORVs have minimal impact on protected species and the environment, especially when compared to predators and the dynamic nature of the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 85 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65492 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I believe that many of the issues that are stated to be related to ORV use at CLNS are unsubstantiated. I have found no conclusive evidence of ORV use affecting many of these issues more than any other type of use. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 93 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65632 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Responsible ORV use on the beaches causes less disturbance than the natural actions of the tides, storms, and winds. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65587 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Your pamphlet talks about "tire ruts". Your pamphlet also states this is a "dynamic coastal barrier island". If this truly is a dynamic environment, tire ruts are temporary and therefore irrelevant to this type of constantly changing environment. You seem to contradict yourself. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65588 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Generally speaking, the section in your pamphlet entitled Issues Related to ORV Use at Cape Lookout National Seashore seems to assume too much. There are many statement which rely on possibilities such as "could result in" (used 2 times), "may result in". "could impact" (used 4 times), "may introduce", "could have lasting impact", "could contribute", "could effect", "could be influenced". These are assumption which are just searching for trouble on the seashore. I think these issues are irrelevant since they don't seem to have caused problems in the past and I wouldn’t assume they would in the future. The NPS is just "borrowing trouble" before it occurs. "If it ain't broke don't fix it." 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65582 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Your informational pamphlet says you are concerned with long term, high levels of ORV use which could have a lasting effect on ecosystem processes in wildlife habitat areas. With due respect, the seashore does not experience "high" levels of ORV use. Most of the driving is on the sand which has almost no effect on habitat. What little effect it hoes have is mitigated by seasonal ORV closures which the NPS responsibly imposes. 


GA3000 - Impact Analysis: General Methodology For Establishing Impacts/Effects 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16122 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters suggested means to determine potential vehicle limits at the Seashore, including determining a carrying capacity and reviewing current vehicle parking permits. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 44 
	Organization: Core Banks Surf Fishing Club 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65710 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Determine the vehicle carrying capacity on the island based on historical records. The concessionaire is required to report all activity on a daily basis. This includes number of vehicles transported on and off the island, number of passengers carried, etc. These data have been collected for many years. Couldn't this information be mined to generate some accurate data? If this expertise does not exist in house, contract out statistical analysis of the data. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 44 
	Organization: Core Banks Surf Fishing Club 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65711 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Analyze number of permits issued annually to determine the maximum number of vehicles parked on the island at any given time. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16123 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	One commenter felt the analysis of air, water, sound, and views could be done subjectively. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 16 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65977 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I am against the use of taxpayer studies on matters such as air and water pollution, sound pollution, views, etc when a subjective evaluation can be made. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16125 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	One commenter stated the impacts analysis in the Plan/EIS needs to include direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts for both current levels of visitation and any anticipated increase. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65274 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Third, any management plan must consider not only impacts under existing use levels, but direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts that will occur over the next 15 to 20 years as there is increased visitation to the Seashore. We are very concerned that impacts that may be presently be considered "acceptable" to some Seashore staff, given the current human and ORV use, would result in more severe impacts as levels of ORV use and the associated humans disturbances climb. 


GA5000 - Impact Analysis: Scientific Data Used to Determine Impacts 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16126 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated the analysis of potential impacts from ORV use should be based on best available science. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 85 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65501 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: As for the other unsubstantiated issues (Geological Resources, Air Quality, Soundscapes, Water Resources, Coastal Barrier Processes, Unique Ecosystems, Viewsheds and Aesthetics, Cultural Resources) I would plead that unbiased research and concrete data considering CLNS be found and presented before seriously considering ideas or opinions of these issues to affect differentiating from the current use of ORVs. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65264 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: First, we are supportive of properly managed ORV use; however, management of ORV use and any analysis of the associated direct and indirect impacts must be based on the best available science. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16127 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Some commenters offered data they felt should be used in the analysis for issues such as shorebird feeding areas. Commenters questioned existing studies that could be used in the Plan/EIS. They also felt that the issue of night driving needed further study. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 20 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65700 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: ECU survey appears biased. Review questions, question results provided by contractor/ECU. If survey is used in the ORV plan, I don’t think the survey is scientifically sound. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 80 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65569 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: It is currently unknown as to how frequent the beaches are being used at night and what level of threat this use is on the park's protected wildlife. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 80 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65567 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Research is needed on the levels and effects of night driving on wildlife within the park. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65288 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: We would note, if the issue arises, that there is insufficient data to show that Piping Plovers or American Oystercatchers "feed in only certain habitat types" that do not include ocean or inlet intertidal areas. Certain broods certainly may prefer bayside feeding habitats. There is a foreseeable risk that chicks will use ocean or inlet intertidal areas for feeding or ocean beach wrack areas for roosting. Accordingly, the exception for "other specified habitats" should not be utilized at the Seashore. 


PN1000 - Purpose And Need: Planning Process And Policy 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16129 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters felt ORVs use is a traditional use and this history should be considered in the ORV planning process. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 29 
	Organization: United Mobile Sportfishermen, North Carolina Beach Buggy Association, Outer Banks Preservation Association , New Jersey Beach Buggy Association, AMERICAN MOBILE SPORTFISHERMEN ASSOCIATION, BRC, UNITED FOUR WHEEL DRIVE ASSOCIATION 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65912 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: ORV use, being a traditional use, should be first and foremost in the planning process, followed closely by the fact the all National Seashores are to be managed as National Recreation Areas. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 85 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65479 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The history, use, and public interest of Cape Lookout National Seashore (CLNS) should not be disregarded by unsubstantiated ideas or opinions. Therefore I agree with the purpose of this draft that an ORV management plan is needed in order to comply with Executive Orders 11644 and 11989. The draft should protect the CLNS from management based on unsubstantiated ideas or opinions from activists, lawyers, and judges. 


PN2000 - Purpose And Need: Park Purpose And Significance 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16130 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters had differing views on the purpose and significance of the Seashore. Some commenters stated that it was for resource protection, while other said it was for recreation. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 29 
	Organization: United Mobile Sportfishermen, North Carolina Beach Buggy Association, Outer Banks Preservation Association , New Jersey Beach Buggy Association, AMERICAN MOBILE SPORTFISHERMEN ASSOCIATION, BRC, UNITED FOUR WHEEL DRIVE ASSOCIATION 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65917 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: In National Recreation Areas recreation must be the primary mission within the confines of reasonable resource protection. Island visitors must be willing to share the resource with other user groups. Those looking for a "Wilderness" experience should look to Harkers Island. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 49 
	Organization: NC Aquarium at Pine Knoll Shores 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66039 
	Organization Type: Business 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: A National Park/Seashore is set aside, by the government, for preservation of important natural areas. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 90 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65181 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I agree with the draft purpose, needs, and objectives as it relates to the protection of natural and cultural resources in the park. I feel that this should be the primary focus of the plan because Cape Lookout is one of the few undeveloped barrier islands left on the Atlantic coast. 


PN3000 - Purpose And Need: Scope Of The Analysis 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16132 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters felt many of the issues presented during public scoping were not relevant issues. These included air quality, soundscapes, submerged aquatic vegetation, and viewsheds. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65584 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The issue of "viewsheds" possibly being affected by ORVs is irrelevant. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65581 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Your informational pamphlet indicates you are concerned with submerged aquatic vegetation (SAVs) and the affect ferry propellers have on these resources in shallow areas. Whereas the propellers on only 2 concessionaires' ferries may affect SAVs in the 2 limited ferry-ways, obviously this is an insignificant impact when related to the 40 +/- miles of seashore. In addition, there are shallow draft watercraft. Another non-issue. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65579 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The issue of air quality: This is not an urban setting with stagnant air and overwhelming pollution from tens of thousands of vehicles and industry. this is an island. This includes relatively few internal combustion engines with no industry and constant air circulation. Our society pollutes. This is a fact. You cannot prohibit all pollution since we would not be able to exist. a "non-issue". 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65580 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I feel the same way with soundscapes. If one can hear an ORV over the surf and wind sound, it is an exceptional sound. A "non-issue'. 


PN4000 - Purpose And Need: Park Legislation/Authority 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16134 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters cited legislation and authorities that direct actions at the Seashore, such as executive orders and the Seashore’s enabling legislation. Based on these documents, commenters felt multiple uses, including ORV use and pedestrian use areas, should be provided for at the Seashore. One commenter stated the strength of this plan will be in the implementation. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66042 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Enabling Legislation - 'preserve for public use' - environment without road access (unlike other parks) & no roads should be built, in order to preserve the fragile nature. Therefore, ORV use is necessary to fulfill public use aspect. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 38 
	Organization: North Carolina Beach Buggy Association 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65833 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: While a form of ORV Management is dictated by the referenced Presidential orders the latitude for enactment & enforcement is left in the hands of the Park/s superintendent/s. The strength of the individual management organization determines the success or failure of the of the resource protection plan as well as the ORV plan. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65303 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Provide Mix of Recreational Opportunities 

Under the Executive Orders governing management of ORV use, the Seashore is required to consider the issue of conflicts between different forms of recreation. For North and South Core Banks, the Seashore should allow pedestrian only recreation zones for Seashore visitors that desire a wilderness type experience without ORVs. 


PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16136 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated the objectives should include eliminating all negative impacts on natural resources; the continuation of ORV use at the Seashore should not be assumed. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 47 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65722 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The draft objectives all assume that ORV use will continue at CALO. Nothing in the enabling legislation or NPS policies require or even recommend this. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 47 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65725 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I recommend that eliminating all negative impacts on natural resources be the objective. This is the level of protection needed to meet the requirements of the Organic Act. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16137 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters noted agreement with the objectives; however, one commenter felt they were confusing and too wordy. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 56 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65853 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: We agree with the draft purpose, needs, and objectives. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 64 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65733 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I'm not sure I completely understand the objectives on the draft proposals. They are wordy and difficult to grasp. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 78 
	Organization: Davis Island Fishing Foundation 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65606 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I generally agree with the stated objectives however the objective "Minimize conflicts between ORV use and other uses" has not been a problem in my personal experience. 

	  
	
	
	

	  
	Concern ID: 
	16138 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters provided objectives they felt should be included in the Plan/EIS. These objectives addressed protecting historical ORV use areas, facilitating park usage by the elderly and physically disabled, and adaptability to the growth in visitation. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 5 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65966 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: An objective not listed should be: To protect the right to use ORV's for the purpose of continuing cultural and historical use of these areas. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 78 
	Organization: Davis Island Fishing Foundation 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65605 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: In the Visitor Use and Experience section of the objectives add: "Maintain ORV use to facilitate park usage by the elderly and physically disabled." 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 80 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65554 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I feel it is imperative to recognize that this plan, once in place, will set the standards for operations for many years to come and thus must recognize and consider the impacts of growth in visitation levels within that time. 


PO1000 - Park Operations: Guiding Policies, Regs And Laws 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16139 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	One commenter noted current park operations should consider the historical context of lack of designated Wilderness areas. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 60 
	Organization: Mid Island Surfcasters 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65846 
	Organization Type: Recreational Groups 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Except for Shackleford Banks, wilderness designation was suppressed years ago with support from the NC Congressional delegation. Such designation would have ended ORV access and created a wave of opposition to the impact on recreational access. 


PO2000 - Park Operations: Methodology And Assumptions 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16141 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters provided assumptions they felt should be included in the analysis of Seashore operations including the role of the Seashore as a publicly-owned land and the use of concession operations. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 19 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65993 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Have NPS at landings or concessions 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65278 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Fourth, management standards at the Seashore should be premised on an awareness of the key role that publicly owned lands will have to play in the conservation of rare and state or federally listed species. Although there are many areas of beach that are available in North Carolina for recreation, many of these areas have suffered from reduced ecological value due to hard or soft habitat stabilization, habitat loss, human disturbance, and high predator numbers. Cape Lookout National Seashore clearly will play a key role in the survival and recovery of shorebirds and colonial waterbirds in North Carolina. 


PO5100 - Park Operations: Funding 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16142 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated funding could be an issue and suggested additional funds could be obtained by raising fines or requiring a fee associated with a permit system. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 18 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 66028 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: -Don’t need additional funds for enforcement if penalties for violators are stiff and the number of ORVs is kept at present level by not allowing an increase in ferry trips. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 75 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65619 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The issue of additional funds and staff is one that plagues every single entity requiring both. The Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen will continue to be the eyes and ears as their membership is on the island nearly every day possible, a resource that should not be overlooked. 


SE4000 - Socioeconomics: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16143 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated limiting ORV use at the Seashore would impact the local economy and the current economic benefit of this use should be explored. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 31 
	Organization: New Jersey Beach Buggy Association 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65836 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The economy of the surrounding area would be negatively effected if ORV's were not permitted in the Park. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 34 
	Organization: AMERICAN MOBILE SPORTFISHERMEN ASSOCIATION , ATLANTIC ANGLERS 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65869 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: THE MONEY BROUGHT TO LOCAL SHOPS AND MOTELS WILL BE CUT AND MOST WILL GO OUT OF BUSINESS IF THE ORV IS SHUT DOWN. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 62 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65848 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Please assess the current positive economic impact that ORV access on all local economies prior to making any changes! 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 75 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65623 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The impact on the local economy of the area would be severe. 


TE2000 - Threatened And Endangered Species: Methodology And Assumptions 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16144 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters asked that the methodology for evaluating impacts to threatened and endangered species include a priority on increasing the population of these species and include adequate buffers and setback distances to protect these species. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65299 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Seabeach Amaranth (Amatanthus pumilis) Protection 

If seabeach amaranth is within an existing bird closure, the plant receives the protection of that closure. Plants located outside of the bird or other resource closures receive no such protection. We request the Seashore to integrate appropriately timed survey to detect plants and implement mandatory ORV and pedestrian closures for areas where seabeach amaranth plants are located. We request that the Seashore close all potential habitats (as defined by historic and extant populations in the past 10 years) to ORV traffic and boat landings from April 15th to November 30th (Marion 2005). 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65298 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Turtle Protections: We have several concerns regarding the adverse impacts of ORV use on sea turtles: 1) nighttime use may result in harassment of sea turtles attempting to nest, resulting in false crawls; 2) vehicle tracks from ORV use may result in obliteration of turtle crawl tracks, resulting in turtle patrol not being able to locate and protect nests; 3) nests may be run over by ORVs, either because the nest was not located or because the nest area closure was not obeyed; 4) turtle hatchlings may be run over, either because the nest was missed or the nest closure was violated. We urge the Seashore to address these specific management concerns to alleviate any adverse impacts associated with ORV use. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65293 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Table 1. Nesting season setback recommendations for selected waterbird and shorebird species.
Species Minimum Setback
Common Tern 200m (Erwin 1989); 180 m (Rodgers and Smith 1995)
Least Tern 100m (Erwin 1989)
Black Skimmer 200m (Erwin 1989); 180m (Rodgers and Smith 1995)
Piping Plover 50m (USFWS 1996 ); 200m (Avery et al. 2004)
American Oystercatcher >137 m during incubation (Sabine et al. 2005)
Additional recommendations: 1. Increase setback distances 100m early in the nesting cycle (courtship, nest building, territory establishment) due to heightened sensitivity of terns and skimmers to disturbances during this period (Erwin 1989)
2. Increase setback distances an additional 100m in areas where dogs are permitted (Hunter et al. 2006)

We emphasize that these buffer distances are minimum setback or buffer distances. In certain areas of the Seashore, for certain species (e.g., American Oystercatcher and Piping Plover), it is possible that nesting birds or adults with chicks may be disturbed at greater distances than those listed above. If the minimum buffer distances are implemented and birds are being flushed from nests or feeding behavior is being disrupted then the buffer distance should be immediately expanded by at least 50m. If birds are still disturbed after an initial 50m expansion of the buffer distance, an additional 50m or more should be added to the buffer distance. The buffer should be adequate so that it not only protects the nesting birds under low use conditions, but also under higher disturbance conditions such as holiday weekends or if several vehicles with multiple people, dogs, ATVs, etc. camp at the edge of the symbolic fencing. 



	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65287 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Providing inadequate buffers in an attempt to balance these concerns (e.g., nesting American Oystercatchers with small square closures around nests or with inadequate buffer distances) when the science clearly shows that nesting waterbirds and some species of shorebirds require a minimum of 100 to 200 yards or more does very little to protect nesting birds. In most cases, it only serves to ensure the failure of nesting birds. This type of is compromise is completely inappropriate.

We would particularly single out for modification the current practice of allowing ORV use in front of unfledged shorebird and colonial waterbird chicks in locations where there is no interdunal road that provides a bypass. We understand the desire to restrict ORV use only when necessary. However, ORV use in proximity to unfledged chicks clearly presents a foreseeable risk of take. The fact that chicks may have used a particular area away from the ocean beach for a period of time does not mean that the chicks cannot quickly move across the island to either roost on the ocean beach or to feed at the ocean intertidal area. We believe the appropriate response is that recommended by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in the Atlantic Coast Revised Recovery Plan (USFWS 1996: 195): 

"Protected areas should extend from the oceanside low water line to the bay-side low water line or to the farthest extent of dune habitat if no bayside intertidal habitat exists. However, vehicles may be allowed to pass through portions of the protected area that are considered inaccessible to plover chicks because of steep topography, dense vegetation, or other naturally-occurring obstacles." 


VE2000 - Visitor Experience: Methodology And Assumptions 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16145 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	One commenter stated the management of ORVs would have a direct impact on visitor experience at the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 90 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65308 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Improper management of ORVs will undoubtedly have negative impacts on the wildlife at Cape Lookout and has the potential to dominate all visitors' experience in the park. 


VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16147 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated the ORV Management Plan/EIS should account for access for those with disabilities, as well as the elderly. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 16 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65976 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I believe that banning ORV using CALO will result in a dramatic reduction in general accessibility to this national parks resource. Additionally, as an aging American and the brother of a recently deceased disabled American, I believe that banning of ORV use on CALO will result in a serious handicap accessibility issue, that may need to be addressed via the Americans with Disabilities Act. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 53 
	Organization: Carroll County Public Schools 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65911 
	Organization Type: State Government 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Handicapped access, perhaps, should be considered. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 54 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65938 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Disabilities: A restrictive ORV policy would exclude the physically disabled from most of CLNS. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 67 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65744 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Need improved conditions for handicapped. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 71 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65657 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: ORV USE IS ABSOLUTELY NECESSARY FOR HANDICAP ACCESS/ENJOYMENT OF THE PARK!!!! THERE ARE MANY HANDICAPED/PHYSICALLY CHALLENGED VISITORS TO THESE PARKS. IT WOULD BE DICRIMINATORY TO FURTHER RESTRICT ORV USE AND DENY THEM MEANINGFUL AND USEFUL ACCESS!!! 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 76 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65610 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Without vehicle access many older people and handicapped people could not traverse the beach. Even those in their prime would have a real hard time trekking miles up the beach with their fishing gear without a vehicle. 


VF100 - VALUES: Value of Recreational Fishing, Including Surf Fishing 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16148 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters provided examples of why they value the Seashore for recreational fishing, including surf fishing. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 62 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65847 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I have been an avid surf fisherman my entire life, fishing with my grandfather on the Outer Banks from my very fist memories. I hope to be afforded the opportunity to pass on the family tradition to my grandchildren - great memories! I am in favor of continuing off-road vehicle (ORV) to Coastal Barrier Islands, be it responsible use! 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 75 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65624 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: We travel annually the almost 2000 mile round trip with our truck camper from Maine to Portsmouth Island not for the drive down but for the absolute unique family, friendly, education, vacation, fishing, and camping experience. The island has never failed to let us down, showing us more than we'd ever hoped we see. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 75 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65621 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Generations of their families have enjoyed and continue to enjoy access for camping, exploration, education and fishing. We had the incredible opportunity this year to have 3 separate turtle nests created in the 11 days we were on the beach, all within 25 or 30 yards of our campsite. There aren't many other areas where our 8 year old son can get an education like that. Exposure in books or on TV is nothing to the appreciation that in-person experience builds. Suffice to say our son now has more knowledge of the nesting habits of the loggerhead turtle than the rest of his 3rd grade class. 


VG100 - VALUES: Value of Other Visitor Opportunities (activities, programs, recreation etc.) 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16149 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated that they value the visitor opportunities at the Seashore including recreating with ORVs, camping, and watching the wildlife. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 32 
	Organization: Assateague Mobile Sportfishermen Association 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65862 
	Organization Type: Recreation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: ORV zones allow families to have experiences that thy would not be able to have any other way. My family and I have enjoyed this life since I was a baby. Now that I have children I enjoy sharing this type of life with them. So much of the country has become off limits and these areas truly allow us and many others to enjoy this life as it was meant to be. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 85 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65503 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Looking back on the last 60+ years many hold CLNS as "sacred ground" in their hearts and minds. I'm considered a youngun that was introduced to this great seashore not too long ago by my father, and I'm glad that I can hope, pray, and believe that I am able to introduce it to my son soon, as I know it now, as it has been for the last 60+ years. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65574 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: We also enjoy the camping experience. We really enjoy being able to camp virtually anywhere on the beach in our ORV. There are very few places left in this country where one can use an ORV responsibly and camp on the beach anymore. My children are able to play in the sand with their sand toys right outside our front door. We are able to go in our camper and fix a meal, get a cold drink, wash our hands, store our seashell treasures, get our camera and take a photograph, and since my with has experienced major surgery, use our camper's toilet at a moment's notice. I can fish right out our front door, look behind me at my family and know they are safe, fulfilling my protective father/husband role. There are few other places I can make sure my family is safe while we are all recreating and request you not to take this experience away from us. indeed, our evaluation of the NPS is quite favorable, in large part, due to the current status of CLNS 



VH100 - VALUES: Value of Historical or Cultural Resources 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16150 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated that they value ORV use as a traditional and historic use at the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 27 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65886 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: DIFF recognizes that the Cape Lookout National Seashore is a unique resource with a rich heritage including continuous use of ORVs for surf fishing since the end of World War II. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 75 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65617 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Access to Portsmouth Island and Cape Lookout has its roots as deep as those of our nation, dating back some 250 years when Portsmouth Village was established. 


VI100 - VALUES: Value of Vehicle Free and/or Wilderness Experience 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16151 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated they value the experience of peace and solitude at the Seashore, with some noting that this can still be experienced with ORV use present at the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 58 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65878 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I've been on North Core Banks, and it is wonderful, but my heart has been captured by the southern island. Part of what makes trips in my camper out to the banks special is the lack crowds. As long as the ferry capacity stays the same, it never will. With a maximum of approximately 400 vehicles on 25 miles of beach one can still be alone and just enjoy nature. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 86 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65314 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: This seashore is one of the few remaining places on the East Coast where the public can find true peace and solitude and the wildlife can live relatively undisturbed. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65598 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I feel CLNS is still "wilderness' despite allowing ORVs. The seashore can accommodate the current amount of allowed vehicles and maintain its pristine character. Indeed, there was a stretch of three days when we camped at CLNS at the same location and never even saw another person or vehicle. This is why we come to CLNS and with the current regulations and restrictions we, as part of a specific user group, feel fulfilled. This really is true wilderness even with the current regulations. We have never felt crowded by other campers and never have felt our "wilderness experience" was threatened. Current regulations condone and promote cleanliness, quiet, and natural environment. 


VN100 - VALUES: Value of the Natural Resources or Setting (flora, fauna, views, natural quiet, undeveloped areas) 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16153 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters stated they value the natural resources at the Seashore, including the opportunity to learn about nature and the diversity of species. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 58 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65896 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The experience offered to the ORV users of CALO is one of the best vacations anyone can get anywhere for any price. One can see porpoises frolicking in the surf during the day and then watch the shooting stars in a dark, night sky. Catch a fresh dinner; find seashells and camaraderie all in the same place. Please stay with the status quo. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 69 
	Organization: Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen  

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65660 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The Sea Turtle, 'Ghost Crabs', and the Sand Fleas. The Piping Plover. The Sand Skimmer, the Tern, the Cormorant. The Herring and Laughing Gulls. The Pelican. I may not have the names all written or spelled correctly, but I look for these old friends of mine every time I visit the South Core Banks.
The Sea Bass, the Bluefish, and the Flounder. The Croaker, the Spot, even the Toadfish. These I have caught at the very same shore. I still do, but I release them. I set them free that they may continue to thrive. I marvel at how beautiful they are.
The sand, the sea oats, and the vast and endless ocean. The clear night skies during which can make out all of the constellations, and even the Milky Way. These are the things that I treasure from the South Core Banks. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 76 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65611 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: The ORV is part of many families to bring kids to a place were they learn to respect nature and see great part of our history on the cost line. 


VS2000 - Visitor Conflicts And Safety: Methodology And Assumptions 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16154 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters felt the assumption that visitor conflicts exist at the Seashore is an incorrect one. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 85 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65488 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Concerning conflict between users I believe that this should be a non issue. I can think of no ORV users or groups who are trying to restrict the rights of non ORV users using the CLNS. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 85 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65489 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I can think of non-ORV users and groups who are trying to restrict the access of ORV users based on unsubstantiated ideas and opinions. If they present a conflict they should be informed of the true history and evidence of the island by management, and informed they have no right to start a conflict or be discriminative towards ORV users. We should all respect each others rights and be able to enjoy all of the unique opportunities that CLNS has to offer. 


VS4000 - Visitor Conflicts And Safety: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16155 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters provided suggestions to reduce potential conflict such as adding ramps. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 89 
	Organization: Davis Island Fishing Foundation  

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65226 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: In some cases, additional ramps may be needed to maintain intervals at a desirable distance of one mile maximum distance. In high traffic areas, two-lane back roads may be necessary for safety and to minimize driving off road when ORVs meet from opposite directions. 


VU2000 - Visitor Use: Methodology And Assumptions 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16156 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	One commenter stated ORV users are a large user group and should be given priority. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 98 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65585 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I'm sure there are even some naturalists out there who want the lighthouse taken down because its neither natural or indigenous. If the government caters to a very small population of people such as these to the detriment of a very large one, we would have chaos. Therefore, I think the NPS should put a primary priority on the ORV constituents since they are a large user group. 


WH2000 - Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat: Methodology And Assumptions 
	  
	Concern ID: 
	16157 

	  
	CONCERN STATEMENT: 
	Commenters provided assumptions they felt should be used for determining buffers and setbacks for wildlife. They also stated the importance of protecting the habitats at the Seashore. 

	  
	Representative Quote(s): 
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65284 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Increase Protection From Human Disturbance

A wealth of knowledge exists about waterbirds and shorebirds and their responses to human disturbance. These are outlined in numerous publications. National, regional, and state conservation plans list human disturbance as a significant threat to waterbirds and shorebirds (Brown et al. 2001, Hunter et al. 2006, Hunter et al. 2000, Hunter et al. 2002, Kress and Hall 2000, Kushlan et al. 2002, Parnell and Shields 1990, Schulte et al. 2006, USFWS 1996, USFWS 2003). Research published in peer-reviewed scientific literature also lists human disturbance as a significant threat to nesting waterbirds and shorebirds (Burger 1981, Burger and Gochfeld 1991, Burger at al. 1995, Carney and Sydeman 1999, Erwin 1980, Erwin 1989, Laferty et al. 2006, McGowan and Simons 2006, Nisbet 2000, Parnell et al. 1988, Rodgers and Smith 1995, Safina and Burger 1983, Sabine et al. 2005, Sabine et al. 2006, and among many others). Furthermore, species accounts in The Birds of North America series of publications identify human disturbance as a key threat to terns, skimmers and shorebirds (Nol and Humphrey 1994, Thompson et al. 1997, Gochfeld and Burger 1994, Nisbet 2002, Parnell et al. 1995, Haig and Elliot-Smith 2004, Corbat and Bergstrom 2000). As the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has noted, "the magnitude of this threat [from ORVs] is particularly significant because vehicles extend impacts to remote stretches of beach where human disturbance would be very slight if access were limited to pedestrians" (USFWS 1996: 40). 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65291 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Increase Protection for Wilson's Plovers

We urge the Seashore to implement protection measures for Wilson's Plovers. The state-wide shorebird count in 2007 found only approximately 240 pairs in North Carolina. With the (relatively) lower disturbance and large areas of natural (unstabilized) beach, the Seashore is one of the few remaining areas in the state with moderate numbers of breeding Wilson's Plovers. We urge the Seashore to make Wilson's Plovers a monitoring and management priority. The Seashore should conduct adequate biological monitoring so that there is basic data on nesting pair numbers and nest locations. Nest locations and feeding habitats for unfledged chicks should be protected with symbolic fencing. The minimum buffer distances given for American Oystercatchers should be applied until a credible scientific study provides adequate data to establish a minimum buffer distance for this species. If there is not adequate biological field staff to conduct such monitoring and management, we would urge the Seashore to hire additional staff. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65286 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Increase setback distances an additional 100m in areas where dogs are permitted 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65281 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Fifth, in 2008, the Seashore should take steps under the Seashore's existing authority to increase protection for nesting shorebirds and colonial waterbirds as existing management measures are not adequate in certain key aspects. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 87 
	Organization: Audubon NC 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65285 
	Organization Type: Conservation/Preservation

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: Utilize Adequate Buffer Distances to Protect Breeding Birds - Several studies have addressed the reaction of nesting birds to human disturbances and provide recommended minimum setback distances (Table 1). These recommended setback distances are the minimum distances at which recreational activity (including pedestrians and vehicles) should be kept from incubating birds and adults with chicks. 

	  
	  
	Corr. ID: 91 
	Organization: Not Specified 

	 
	 
	Comment ID: 65176 
	Organization Type: Unaffiliated Individual 

	  
	 
	Representative Quote: I think it is incredibly important to conserve these islands in their natural state and protect the animals and plants that are native to this system. 
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List of Individuals, Organizations, Agencies, and Others Who Provided Comment During Public Scoping for the ORV Management Plan/EIS
	Correspondence ID
	Organization
	Name

	
	
	

	72
	 
	Anderson, Linda & Daryl

	49
	NC Aquarium at Pine Knoll Shores
	Arey-Kent, Windy 

	24
	 
	Beeson, Ann 

	25
	 
	Beeson, Ann 

	7
	Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen
	Birkett, Dylan P.

	54
	 
	Birkett, Dylan 

	42
	 
	Kept Private

	65
	 
	Casey, Joe 

	37
	 
	Chambers, John R.

	26
	Davis Island Fishing Foundation 
	Kept Private

	16
	 
	Cole, Patrick M.

	47
	 
	Cordes, Jeff 

	6
	Boyscouts of America
	Kept Private

	45
	 
	Kept Private

	95
	 
	DeLeonard, Robert 

	39
	 
	Kept Private

	62
	 
	Dunnigan, Thomas M.

	33
	 
	Evelyn, Alan J.

	23
	 
	Flowers, David 

	34
	American Mobile Sportfishermen Association, Atlantic Anglers
	Kept Private

	3
	 
	Fowler, John R.

	61
	 
	Frye , J. 

	46
	 
	Glover, Alton 

	17
	 
	Kept Private

	87
	Audubon NC
	Golder, Walker 

	28
	Davis Island Fishing Foundation 

Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 
	Kept Private

	58
	 
	Gray, Dick 

	10
	Davis Island Fishing Foundation 
	Kept Private

	15
	 
	Kept Private

	66
	 
	Hagan III, Charles T.

	
	
	

	63
	Lore Banks Club, LLC
	Hagen, John 

	48
	Student Conservation Association
	Hamilton, Rebecca R.

	57
	 
	Harner, Ed .

	30
	North Carolina Beach Buggy Association, United Mobile Sportfishermen, New Jersey Beach Buggy Association, United Four Wheel Drive Association
	Harris, Paul & Carole 

	68
	Cape Lookout Sp. Fishermen
	Hele, Albert L.

	27
	 
	Hickman, Tom l.

	55
	 
	Holman, William E.

	8
	Davis Island Fishing Foundation
	Howell, David .

	40
	 
	Hudspeth, Jeremy T.

	38
	North Carolina Beach Buggy Association
	Kept Private

	1
	NPS
	Ketel, Wouter 

	78
	Davis Island Fishing Foundation
	King, Galan S.

	96
	Davis Island Fishing Foundation
	King, Vickie 

	22
	Davis Island Fishing Foundation 
	King, Vickie 

	77
	Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 
	Kept Private

	51
	 
	Lambert, Floyd H.

	5
	 
	Lancto, Jon 

	52
	 
	Lancto, Jon 

	82
	 
	Kept Private

	29
	United Mobile Sportfishermen, North Carolina Beach Buggy Association, Outer Banks Preservation Association, New Jersey Beach Buggy Association, American Mobile Sportfishermen, BRC, United Four Wheel Drive Association
	Kept Private

	21
	 
	Little, Cecil 

	71
	Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen
	Kept Private

	2
	 
	McRae, Stuart R.

	18
	 
	Meeting, Public 

	19
	 
	Meeting, Public 

	20
	 
	Meeting, Public 

	60
	Mid Island Surfcasters
	Miller, William E.

	74
	 
	Kept Private

	44
	Core Banks Surf Fishing Club
	Monaco, Thomas J.

	88
	 
	Kept Private

	43
	 
	Kept Private

	81
	 
	Kept Private

	11
	 
	N/A, N/A 

	50
	 
	N/A, N/A 

	80
	 
	Kept Private

	90
	 
	N/A, N/A 

	92
	Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen
	N/A, N/A 

	97
	 
	N/A, N/A 

	41
	 
	Kept Private

	9
	 
	Nelson, Richard M.

	12
	 
	Nelson, Robert E.

	13
	 
	Nelson, Robert E.

	84
	Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 
	Noyes, Anne 

	70
	Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen
	Noyes, Arthur E.

	79
	Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen
	Noyes, Arthur E.

	93
	 
	Noyes, Arthur 

	32
	Assateague Mobile Sportfishermen Asso.
	Owens, David 

	69
	Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen 
	Pickard, Walt 

	85
	 
	Presley, Jacob 

	76
	 
	Kept Private

	75
	Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen
	Kept Private

	83
	 
	Kept Private

	91
	 
	Kept Private

	98
	 
	Kept Private

	35
	 
	Kept Private

	56
	 
	Stein, George 

	94
	 
	Stollery, Scott 

	4
	 
	Kept Private

	67
	 
	Therrell, Tommy 

	14
	 
	Kept Private

	89
	Davis Island Fishing Foundation 
	Weir, Mark 

	53
	Carroll County Public Schools
	Wellborn, Beatrice 

	73
	 
	Kept Private

	59
	 
	White, Jeremy 

	64
	 
	Willis, Mary 

	36
	 
	Woodcock, Woody 

	86
	 
	Woods, Natalie A.

	31
	New Jersey Beach Buggy Association
	Ziegenfuss, Dennis F.
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Index By Organization Type   (01/11/2008)

Business

NC Aquarium at Pine Knoll Shores - 49; AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. PN2000 - Purpose And Need: Park Purpose And Significance. 

Civic Groups

Boyscouts of America - 6; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE21000 - Affected Environment: Socioeconomics. AE25000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Experience. 

Conservation/Preservation

Audubon NC - 87; AC1030 - Alternative Concepts: Permitting Restrictions. AC2000 - Alternative Concepts: Seasonal Restrictions. AC2200 - Alternative Concepts: Nighttime Restrictions. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AC5000 - Alternative Concepts: Control Predatory Species. AC6000 - Alternative Concepts: Zoning Restrictions. BO1000 - Concerns Regarding the Biological Opinion. GA3000 - Impact Analysis: General Methodology For Establishing Impacts/Effects. GA5000 - Impact Analysis: Scientific Data Used to Determine Impacts. PN2000 - Purpose And Need: Park Purpose And Significance. PN4000 - Purpose And Need: Park Legislation/Authority. PO1000 - Park Operations: Guiding Policies, Regs And Laws. PO2000 - Park Operations: Methodology And Assumptions. RF1000 - References: General Comments. TE2000 - Threatened And Endangered Species: Methodology And Assumptions. WH2000 - Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat: Methodology And Assumptions. 

Student Conservation Association - 48; AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. GA3000 - Impact Analysis: General Methodology For Establishing Impacts/Effects. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. 

Recreational Groups

Assateague Mobile Sportfisherman Asso. - 32; AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. VG100 - VALUES: Value of other Visitor Opportunities (activities, programs, recreation etc.). 

Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 79; AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. CC1000 - Consultation and Coordination: General Comments. PN3000 - Purpose And Need: Scope Of The Analysis. 92; DC1000 - Duplicate Comment. 

Cape Lookout Sp. Fishermen - 68; AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. 

Core Banks Surf Fishing Club - 44; AC2270 - Alternative Concepts: Additional Amenities . AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. GA3000 - Impact Analysis: General Methodology For Establishing Impacts/Effects. 

Davis Island Fishing Foundation (DIFF) - 22; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE20000 - Affected Environment: Land Use. GA5000 - Impact Analysis: Scientific Data Used to Determine Impacts. 

Core Banks Club, LLC - 63; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. 

Mid Island Surfcasters - 60; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. PO1000 - Park Operations: Guiding Policies, Regs And Laws. 

New Jersey Beach Buggy Association - 31; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. AE23000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Conflicts. AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topographic. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. SE4000 - Socioeconomics: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 

North Carolina Beach Buggy Association - 38; AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. PN4000 - Purpose And Need: Park Legislation/Authority. SE4000 - Socioeconomics: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 

State Government

Carroll County Public Schools - 53; AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 

Unaffiliated Individual

AMSA , ATLANTIC ANGLERS - 34; AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. AE25000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Experience. GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. SE4000 - Socioeconomics: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. VF100 - VALUES: Value of Recreational Fishing, Including Surf Fishing. 

CLMS - 69; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. VN100 - VALUES: Value of the Natural Resources or Setting (flora, fauna, views, natural quiet, undeveloped areas). 77; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. 84; AC2200 - Alternative Concepts: Nighttime Restrictions. AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 

Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 7; DC2000 - Duplicate Correspondence. 70; DC2000 - Duplicate Correspondence. 75; AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. PN3000 - Purpose And Need: Scope Of The Analysis. PO5100 - Park Operations: Funding. SE4000 - Socioeconomics: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. VF100 - VALUES: Value of Recreational Fishing, Including Surf Fishing. VG100 - VALUES: Value of other Visitor Opportunities (activities, programs, recreation etc.). VH100 - VALUES: Value of Historical or Cultural Resources. 

DIFF - 10; DC2000 - Duplicate Correspondence. 26; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AC5000 - Alternative Concepts: Control Predatory Species. 89; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC2000 - Alternative Concepts: Seasonal Restrictions. AC2270 - Alternative Concepts: Additional Amenities . AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE20000 - Affected Environment: Land Use. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . GA3000 - Impact Analysis: General Methodology For Establishing Impacts/Effects. VF100 - VALUES: Value of Recreational Fishing, Including Surf Fishing. VS4000 - Visitor Conflicts And Safety: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 

Davis Island Fishing Foundation - 8; DC2000 - Duplicate Correspondence. 78; AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. 96; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. 

Diff CLMSF - 28; DC2000 - Duplicate Correspondence. 

NPS - 1; MT1000 - Miscellaneous Topics: General Comments. 

UMS, NCBBA, OBPA, NJBBA, AMSA, BRC, UFWDA - 29; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. PN1000 - Purpose And Need: Planning Process And Policy. PN2000 - Purpose And Need: Park Purpose And Significance. 

Cape lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 71; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 

ncbba,ums,njbba u4x4 dri - 30; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . 

N/A - 2; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AE12000 - Affected Environment: Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat. AE20000 - Affected Environment: Land Use. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. 3; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AE23000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Conflicts. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . 4; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC2000 - Alternative Concepts: Seasonal Restrictions. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE25000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Experience. GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. 5; AC1030 - Alternative Concepts: Permitting Restrictions. AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. CC1000 - Consultation and Coordination: General Comments. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. PO5100 - Park Operations: Funding. VH100 - VALUES: Value of Historical or Cultural Resources. 9; DC2000 - Duplicate Correspondence. 11; AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. AE12000 - Affected Environment: Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. 12; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. VI100 - VALUES: Value of Vehicle Free and/or Wilderness Experience. 13; DC2000 - Duplicate Correspondence. VN100 - VALUES: Value of the Natural Resources or Setting (flora, fauna, views, natural quiet, undeveloped areas). 14; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE25000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Experience. AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topographic. 15; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. 16; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE25000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Experience. GA3000 - Impact Analysis: General Methodology For Establishing Impacts/Effects. VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 17; AC5000 - Alternative Concepts: Control Predatory Species. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE23000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Conflicts. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . 18; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC2270 - Alternative Concepts: Additional Amenities . AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC2310 - Alternative Concepts: Increase ORV Access. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE12000 - Affected Environment: Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat. AE8000 - Affected Environment: Visual Quality. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . CC1000 - Consultation and Coordination: General Comments. CR4000 - Cultural Resources: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. PN4000 - Purpose And Need: Park Legislation/Authority. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. TE2000 - Threatened And Endangered Species: Methodology And Assumptions. VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 19; AC1030 - Alternative Concepts: Permitting Restrictions. AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topographic. PO2000 - Park Operations: Methodology And Assumptions. TE2000 - Threatened And Endangered Species: Methodology And Assumptions. 20; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC5000 - Alternative Concepts: Control Predatory Species. GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. GA5000 - Impact Analysis: Scientific Data Used to Determine Impacts. TE2000 - Threatened And Endangered Species: Methodology And Assumptions. 21; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AE25000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Experience. 23; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. CC1000 - Consultation and Coordination: General Comments. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. 24; AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. VN100 - VALUES: Value of the Natural Resources or Setting (flora, fauna, views, natural quiet, undeveloped areas). 25; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topographic. VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 27; AE20000 - Affected Environment: Land Use. CC1000 - Consultation and Coordination: General Comments. DC1000 - Duplicate Comment. GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. GA5000 - Impact Analysis: Scientific Data Used to Determine Impacts. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. VH100 - VALUES: Value of Historical or Cultural Resources. VN100 - VALUES: Value of the Natural Resources or Setting (flora, fauna, views, natural quiet, undeveloped areas). 33; AC5000 - Alternative Concepts: Control Predatory Species. AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topographic. SE4000 - Socioeconomics: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 35; AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AE23000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Conflicts. GA3000 - Impact Analysis: General Methodology For Establishing Impacts/Effects. VN100 - VALUES: Value of the Natural Resources or Setting (flora, fauna, views, natural quiet, undeveloped areas). 36; AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . 37; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. 39; AC1030 - Alternative Concepts: Permitting Restrictions. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE24000 - Affected Environment: Soundscapes. AE7000 - Affected Environment: Air Quality. VG100 - VALUES: Value of other Visitor Opportunities (activities, programs, recreation etc.). 40; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. 41; AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. VH100 - VALUES: Value of Historical or Cultural Resources. 42; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC5000 - Alternative Concepts: Control Predatory Species. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . 43; AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. VG100 - VALUES: Value of other Visitor Opportunities (activities, programs, recreation etc.). 45; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AE21000 - Affected Environment: Socioeconomics. 46; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. 47; AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. AE21000 - Affected Environment: Socioeconomics. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. 50; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. 51; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. TE2000 - Threatened And Endangered Species: Methodology And Assumptions. VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 52; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topographic. 54; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. AE11000 - Affected Environment: Species Of Special Concern. AE13000 - Affected Environment: Cultural Resources. AE20000 - Affected Environment: Land Use. AE21000 - Affected Environment: Socioeconomics. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE24000 - Affected Environment: Soundscapes. AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topographic. AE7000 - Affected Environment: Air Quality. AE8000 - Affected Environment: Visual Quality. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 55; AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. 56; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC1030 - Alternative Concepts: Permitting Restrictions. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. 57; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. VI100 - VALUES: Value of Vehicle Free and/or Wilderness Experience. 58; AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. AE13000 - Affected Environment: Cultural Resources. AE21000 - Affected Environment: Socioeconomics. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE24000 - Affected Environment: Soundscapes. AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topographic. AE7000 - Affected Environment: Air Quality. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . DC1000 - Duplicate Comment. VI100 - VALUES: Value of Vehicle Free and/or Wilderness Experience. VN100 - VALUES: Value of the Natural Resources or Setting (flora, fauna, views, natural quiet, undeveloped areas). 59; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . 61; AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. PN2000 - Purpose And Need: Park Purpose And Significance. 62; SE4000 - Socioeconomics: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. VF100 - VALUES: Value of Recreational Fishing, Including Surf Fishing. WH2000 - Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat: Methodology And Assumptions. 64; AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. VG100 - VALUES: Value of other Visitor Opportunities (activities, programs, recreation etc.). 65; AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. 66; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE12000 - Affected Environment: Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat. 67; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 72; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topographic. AE7000 - Affected Environment: Air Quality. VN100 - VALUES: Value of the Natural Resources or Setting (flora, fauna, views, natural quiet, undeveloped areas). 73; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. 74; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. 76; AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. VN100 - VALUES: Value of the Natural Resources or Setting (flora, fauna, views, natural quiet, undeveloped areas). 80; AC1030 - Alternative Concepts: Permitting Restrictions. AC2200 - Alternative Concepts: Nighttime Restrictions. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE12000 - Affected Environment: Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat. AE24000 - Affected Environment: Soundscapes. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . GA5000 - Impact Analysis: Scientific Data Used to Determine Impacts. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. TE2000 - Threatened And Endangered Species: Methodology And Assumptions. 81; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. 82; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC2270 - Alternative Concepts: Additional Amenities . AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE25000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Experience. 83; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AC5000 - Alternative Concepts: Control Predatory Species. AE12000 - Affected Environment: Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat. AE21000 - Affected Environment: Socioeconomics. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE23000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Conflicts. AE7000 - Affected Environment: Air Quality. PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action. VF100 - VALUES: Value of Recreational Fishing, Including Surf Fishing. 85; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. AE11000 - Affected Environment: Species Of Special Concern. AE21000 - Affected Environment: Socioeconomics. GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. GA5000 - Impact Analysis: Scientific Data Used to Determine Impacts. PN1000 - Purpose And Need: Planning Process And Policy. VG100 - VALUES: Value of other Visitor Opportunities (activities, programs, recreation etc.). VS2000 - Visitor Conflicts And Safety: Methodology And Assumptions. 86; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. VI100 - VALUES: Value of Vehicle Free and/or Wilderness Experience. 88; AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . VS2000 - Visitor Conflicts And Safety: Methodology And Assumptions. 90; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. GA5000 - Impact Analysis: Scientific Data Used to Determine Impacts. PN2000 - Purpose And Need: Park Purpose And Significance. VE2000 - Visitor Experience: Methodology And Assumptions. 91; AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access. AC2000 - Alternative Concepts: Seasonal Restrictions. GA5000 - Impact Analysis: Scientific Data Used to Determine Impacts. TE2000 - Threatened And Endangered Species: Methodology And Assumptions. VI100 - VALUES: Value of Vehicle Free and/or Wilderness Experience. WH2000 - Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat: Methodology And Assumptions. 93; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE24000 - Affected Environment: Soundscapes. AE7000 - Affected Environment: Air Quality. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . DC1000 - Duplicate Comment. GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. SE4000 - Socioeconomics: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. 94; AC1030 - Alternative Concepts: Permitting Restrictions. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE12000 - Affected Environment: Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat. PN2000 - Purpose And Need: Park Purpose And Significance. 95; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC2310 - Alternative Concepts: Increase ORV Access. AC5000 - Alternative Concepts: Control Predatory Species. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. 97; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. 98; AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access. AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach. AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement. AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts. AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species. AE13000 - Affected Environment: Cultural Resources. AE21000 - Affected Environment: Socioeconomics. AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use. AE23000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Conflicts. AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topographic. AE8000 - Affected Environment: Visual Quality. AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management . GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses. PN3000 - Purpose And Need: Scope Of The Analysis. SE4000 - Socioeconomics: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives. VG100 - VALUES: Value of other Visitor Opportunities (activities, programs, recreation etc.). VI100 - VALUES: Value of Vehicle Free and/or Wilderness Experience. VU2000 - Visitor Use: Methodology And Assumptions. 

Appendix 4: Index by Code Report
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Cape Lookout Off-Road Vehicle Management Plan/EIS Public Scoping

Index By Code   (01/11/2008)

AC1010 - Alternative Concepts: Limit ORV Access 
CLMS - 69 
DIFF - 89 
Davis Island Fishing Foundation - 96 
UMS, NCBBA, OBPA, NJBBA, AMSA, BRC, UFWDA - 29 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 71 
N/A - 2 , 4 , 18 , 40 , 56 , 57 , 74 , 86 , 90 , 91 

AC1025 - Alternative Concepts: Eliminate ORV Access 
Assateague Mobile Sportfisherman Asso. - 32 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 75 , 79 
Carroll County Public Schools - 53 
NC Aquarium at Pine Knoll Shores - 49 
N/A - 11 , 18 , 43 , 47 , 57 , 61 , 64 , 65 

AC1030 - Alternative Concepts: Permitting Restrictions 
Audubon NC - 87 
N/A - 5 , 19 , 39 , 56 , 80 , 94 

AC1070 - Alternative Concepts: Current ORV Access 
CLMS - 77 
DIFF - 26 
Davis Island Fishing Foundation (DIFF) - 22 
Lore Banks Club, LLC - 63 
Mid Island Surfcasters - 60 
New Jersey Beach Buggy Association - 31 
UMS, NCBBA, OBPA, NJBBA, AMSA, BRC, UFWDA - 29 
Boyscouts of America - 6 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 71 
ncbba,ums,njbba u4x4 dri - 30 
N/A - 3 , 4 , 12 , 14 , 15 , 16 , 18 , 19 , 20 , 21 , 23 , 25 , 37 , 42 , 45 , 46 , 50 , 51 , 52 , 54 , 59 , 64 , 66 , 67 , 72 , 73 , 74 , 81 , 82 , 83 , 85 , 93 , 95 , 97 , 98 

AC2000 - Alternative Concepts: Seasonal Restrictions 
Audubon NC - 87 
DIFF - 89 
N/A - 4 , 91 

AC2200 - Alternative Concepts: Nighttime Restrictions 
Audubon NC - 87 
CLMS - 84 
N/A - 80 

AC2270 - Alternative Concepts: Additional Amenities 
Core Banks Surf Fishing Club - 44 
DIFF - 89 
N/A - 18 , 82 

AC2280 - Alternative Concepts: Communication and Outreach 
CLMS - 84 
Cape Lookout Sp. Fishermen - 68 
Core Banks Surf Fishing Club - 44 
Davis Island Fishing Foundation - 78 , 96 
Student Conservation Association - 48 
N/A - 5 , 18 , 19 , 20 , 36 , 81 , 82 , 86 , 88 , 93 , 98 

AC2310 - Alternative Concepts: Increase ORV Access 
N/A - 18 , 95 

AC3000 - Alternative Concepts: Increase Enforcement 
Audubon NC - 87 
CLMS - 84 
Davis Island Fishing Foundation - 96 
Student Conservation Association - 48 
N/A - 3 , 18 , 19 , 20 , 21 , 24 , 35 , 39 , 45 , 50 , 56 , 65 , 67 , 80 , 82 , 83 , 86 , 88 , 93 , 94 , 98 

AC4000 - Alternative Concepts: New Concepts or Elements of Concepts 
Audubon NC - 87 
Core Banks Surf Fishing Club - 44 
DIFF - 26 , 89 
Davis Island Fishing Foundation - 78 
Student Conservation Association - 48 
N/A - 18 , 19 , 39 , 41 , 50 , 51 , 55 , 56 , 61 , 65 , 72 , 80 , 82 , 83 , 90 , 93 , 94 , 98 

AC5000 - Alternative Concepts: Control Predatory Species 
Audubon NC - 87 
DIFF - 26 
N/A - 17 , 20 , 33 , 42 , 83 , 95 

AC6000 - Alternative Concepts: Zoning Restrictions 
Audubon NC - 87 

AE1100 - Affected Environment: Threatened and Endangered Species 
AMSA , ATLANTIC ANGLERS - 34 
CLMS - 84 
New Jersey Beach Buggy Association - 31 
North Carolina Beach Buggy Association - 38 
UMS, NCBBA, OBPA, NJBBA, AMSA, BRC, UFWDA - 29 
N/A - 33 , 54 , 58 , 61 , 65 , 76 , 85 , 86 , 93 , 98 

AE11000 - Affected Environment: Species Of Special Concern 
N/A - 54 , 85 

AE12000 - Affected Environment: Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat 
N/A - 2 , 11 , 18 , 66 , 80 , 83 , 94 

AE13000 - Affected Environment: Cultural Resources 
N/A - 54 , 58 , 98 

AE20000 - Affected Environment: Land Use 
DIFF - 89 
Davis Island Fishing Foundation (DIFF) - 22 
N/A - 2 , 27 , 54 

AE21000 - Affected Environment: Socioeconomics 
Boyscouts of America - 6 
N/A - 45 , 47 , 54 , 58 , 83 , 85 , 98 

AE22000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Use 
CLMS - 69 , 84 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 75 
Mid Island Surfcasters - 60 
N/A - 2 , 4 , 5 , 11 , 12 , 17 , 37 , 39 , 42 , 50 , 52 , 54 , 58 , 72 , 83 , 93 , 95 , 97 , 98 

AE23000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Conflicts 
New Jersey Beach Buggy Association - 31 
N/A - 3 , 17 , 35 , 83 , 98 

AE24000 - Affected Environment: Soundscapes 
N/A - 39 , 54 , 58 , 80 , 93 

AE25000 - Affected Environment: Visitor Experience 
AMSA , ATLANTIC ANGLERS - 34 
Boyscouts of America - 6 
N/A - 4 , 14 , 16 , 21 , 82 

AE3000 - Affected Environment: Topographic 
New Jersey Beach Buggy Association - 31 
N/A - 14 , 19 , 25 , 33 , 52 , 54 , 58 , 72 , 98 

AE7000 - Affected Environment: Air Quality 
N/A - 39 , 54 , 58 , 72 , 83 , 93 

AE8000 - Affected Environment: Visual Quality 
N/A - 18 , 54 , 98 

AE9000 - Affected Environment: Park Operations and Management 
CLMS - 84 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 75 
DIFF - 89 
New Jersey Beach Buggy Association - 31 
ncbba,ums,njbba u4x4 dri - 30 
N/A - 3 , 17 , 18 , 24 , 36 , 42 , 50 , 54 , 58 , 59 , 64 , 80 , 88 , 93 , 98 

BO1000 - Concerns Regarding the Biological Opinion 
Audubon NC - 87 

CC1000 - Consultation and Coordination: General Comments 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 79 
N/A - 5 , 18 , 23 , 27 

CR4000 - Cultural Resources: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives 
N/A - 18 

DC1000 - Duplicate Comment 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 92 
N/A - 27 , 58 , 93 

DC2000 - Duplicate Correspondence 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 7 , 70 
DIFF - 10 
Davis Island Fishing Foundation - 8 
Diff CLMSF - 28 
N/A - 9 , 13 

GA1000 - Impact Analysis: Impact Analyses 
AMSA , ATLANTIC ANGLERS - 34 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 75 
New Jersey Beach Buggy Association - 31 
UMS, NCBBA, OBPA, NJBBA, AMSA, BRC, UFWDA - 29 
N/A - 4 , 18 , 20 , 27 , 40 , 50 , 85 , 93 , 95 , 97 , 98 

GA3000 - Impact Analysis: General Methodology For Establishing Impacts/Effects 
Audubon NC - 87 
Core Banks Surf Fishing Club - 44 
DIFF - 89 
Student Conservation Association - 48 
N/A - 16 , 35 

GA5000 - Impact Analysis: Scientific Data Used to Determine Impacts 
Audubon NC - 87 
Davis Island Fishing Foundation (DIFF) - 22 
N/A - 20 , 27 , 80 , 85 , 90 , 91 

MT1000 - Miscellaneous Topics: General Comments 
NPS - 1 

PN1000 - Purpose And Need: Planning Process And Policy 
UMS, NCBBA, OBPA, NJBBA, AMSA, BRC, UFWDA - 29 
N/A - 85 

PN2000 - Purpose And Need: Park Purpose And Significance 
Audubon NC - 87 
NC Aquarium at Pine Knoll Shores - 49 
UMS, NCBBA, OBPA, NJBBA, AMSA, BRC, UFWDA - 29 
N/A - 61 , 90 , 94 

PN3000 - Purpose And Need: Scope Of The Analysis 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 75 , 79 
N/A - 98 

PN4000 - Purpose And Need: Park Legislation/Authority 
Audubon NC - 87 
North Carolina Beach Buggy Association - 38 
N/A - 18 

PN8000 - Purpose And Need: Objectives In Taking Action 
Carroll County Public Schools - 53 
Davis Island Fishing Foundation - 78 
Student Conservation Association - 48 
N/A - 5 , 18 , 23 , 24 , 27 , 47 , 55 , 56 , 64 , 80 , 83 

PO1000 - Park Operations: Guiding Policies, Regs And Laws 
Audubon NC - 87 
Mid Island Surfcasters - 60 

PO2000 - Park Operations: Methodology And Assumptions 
Audubon NC - 87 
N/A - 19 

PO5100 - Park Operations: Funding 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 75 
N/A - 5 

RF1000 - References: General Comments 
Audubon NC - 87 

SE4000 - Socioeconomics: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives 
AMSA , ATLANTIC ANGLERS - 34 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 75 
New Jersey Beach Buggy Association - 31 
North Carolina Beach Buggy Association - 38 
N/A - 33 , 62 , 93 , 98 

TE2000 - Threatened And Endangered Species: Methodology And Assumptions 
Audubon NC - 87 
N/A - 18 , 19 , 20 , 51 , 80 , 91 

VE2000 - Visitor Experience: Methodology And Assumptions 
N/A - 90 

VE4000 - Visitor Experience: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives 
CLMS - 84 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 75 
Carroll County Public Schools - 53 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 71 
N/A - 16 , 18 , 25 , 51 , 54 , 67 , 76 , 93 , 98 

VF100 - VALUES: Value of Recreational Fishing, Including Surf Fishing 
AMSA , ATLANTIC ANGLERS - 34 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 75 
DIFF - 89 
N/A - 62 , 83 

VG100 - VALUES: Value of other Visitor Opportunities (activities, programs, recreation etc.) 
Assateague Mobile Sportfisherman Asso. - 32 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 75 
N/A - 39 , 43 , 64 , 85 , 98 

VH100 - VALUES: Value of Historical or Cultural Resources 
Cape Lookout Mobile Sportfishermen - 75 
N/A - 5 , 27 , 41 

VI100 - VALUES: Value of Vehicle Free and/or Wilderness Experience 
N/A - 12 , 57 , 58 , 86 , 91 , 98 

VN100 - VALUES: Value of the Natural Resources or Setting (flora, fauna, views, natural quiet, undeveloped areas) 
CLMS - 69 
N/A - 13 , 24 , 27 , 35 , 58 , 72 , 76 

VS2000 - Visitor Conflicts And Safety: Methodology And Assumptions 
N/A - 85 , 88 

VS4000 - Visitor Conflicts And Safety: Impact Of Proposal And Alternatives 
DIFF - 89 

VU2000 - Visitor Use: Methodology And Assumptions 
N/A - 98 

WH2000 - Wildlife And Wildlife Habitat: Methodology And Assumptions 
Audubon NC - 87 
N/A - 62 , 91 
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