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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Douglas Paprocki 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Eric Morris 
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further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson   

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

Subject: attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Date: Monday, October 17, 2011 11:28:25 AM 

 
 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Angela Mayle 
 

Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 

 

 

 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson   

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

Subject: attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Date: Sunday, October 16, 2011 4:15:35 PM 

 
 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George 
Please protect Virginia's Washington National Forest. 

 
Washington National Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement: 

 

 
 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 
 
 
 
 
Mary Hood 
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Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Sunday, October 16, 2011 10:22:57 AM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Charlotte Drummond 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Saturday, October 15, 2011 9:50:40 AM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Noel Larock 
 

 
Please send me further documents on this project and put me on the mailing list for 
future projects. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
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Saturday, October 15, 2011 4:49:17 AM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Joel Fischer 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Garrett Adams 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Robert Fener 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 



 

 

Paul Schneller 
 

 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
Please accept the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Paul Schneller 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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becky ceartas 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson   

 

 

Subject: attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Date: Friday, October 14, 2011 7:06:00 PM 

 
 
Dear Ms. Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
Wind Energy – The plan should not allow for industrial wind energy. Mountain ridges 
in the GWNF are flyways for many migratory birds. They also provide habitat for 
many rare species and contain special biological areas. The huge areas that would 
need to be cleared for industrial wind generation, such as platforms, clearings would 
completely destroy our beautiful mountain vistas. 

 
Gas and Oil Extraction – The plan should not make any further leases available and 
existing leases should be removed from lease availability when they expire. The 
development of surface and fracking wells, platforms and wellheads will most 
certainly compromise recreation opportunities, scenic areas, water quality and 
biological resources. 

 
Biomass Incineration – The plan should not allow timber sales that fuel biomass 
incinerators. Huge volumes of fuel (trees and water) are necessary for this. Our 
forest should be protected, no exploited. The process also creates huge amounts of 
air pollutants, such as particulates and CO2. 

 
Wilderness - All 372,000 acres of potential wilderness and road less areas, including 
the 39,000 acre Little River area should be designated as wilderness study areas. 
The plan should also protect all Special Biological Areas that have been 
recommended for protection or special management by the Virginia Division of 
Natural Heritage including Paddy, The GWNF is one of the very few places in the 
eastern United States where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still 
exist. PROTECT THIS FOREVER! 

 
Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to create 
a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining areas. 

 
Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon sinks 
than for any form of resource extraction. PROTECT THEM! 

 
Budget –The plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible to 
maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 

 
Economic Analysis - The DEIS on the plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 

 
Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including road building and creation of additional early- 
succession habitat. 

mailto:comments-southern-georgewashington-jefferson@fs.fed.us


 

 

 

Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this very important plan. 

Ronald Fandetti 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 6:17:42 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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, 

Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 

 

 

 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 6:15:20 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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, 

Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 

 

 

 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 5:03:28 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Paul Nelson 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 5:01:27 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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David Marshall 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 4:27:31 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Rich & Marsha Scherubel 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 

 

 

 

Subject: attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Date: Friday, October 14, 2011 3:30:17 PM 

 
 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. Any plan and EIS should consider the 
carbon storage capacity and the impact of releasing carbon into the atmosphere 
from forest management activities. In addition, the impact of climate change on the 
forest must be considered. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. Herbicides should not be used in invasives control. They are 
simply too dangerous to be used on public lands. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest, 



 

 

with the additions that there should be no logging and no herbicide use. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 
 
 
 
Mark Donham 

 
Please send me further documents on this project and put me on the mailing list for 
future projects. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 3:19:55 PM 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer: 

 
I submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National Forest 
Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The plan should not allow for industrial wind energy. The mountain 
ridges of the George Washington National Forest are flyways for birds and bats and 
are homes for many rare species and special biological areas. Besides the danger 
imposed by the turbines, huge surface areas—clearings, platforms and roads— 
necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind generation would be 
detrimental to wildlife and the beautiful mountain vistas. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources, the plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – The plan should not allow timber sales that fuel biomass 
incinerators. The use of huge volumes of fuel (trees) and water necessary and the 
large amount of air pollution (fine particulates and CO2) that accompany biomass 
incineration are not good for our environment. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
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Terri Greene 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

h 
FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 3:01:02 PM 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I am concerned about the George Washington National Forest. Please read the 
following form letter and let it speak for me. Thank you. Ruth Stambaugh 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
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Ruth Stambaugh 

 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 2:48:03 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Tim Wilson 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson   

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

Subject: attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Date: Friday, October 14, 2011 2:16:29 PM 

 
 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Charles Phillips 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 2:16:07 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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ds powell 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 2:14:15 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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dinda evans  
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 2:01:03 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Stephen Grimes 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson   

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

Subject: attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Date: Friday, October 14, 2011 1:49:54 PM 

 
 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Gwen Marshall 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 1:06:28 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 



 

 

Joseph W. Hickey Sr 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 1:03:44 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Kelly Riley 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 

 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

Subject: attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Date: Friday, October 14, 2011 12:18:13 PM 

 
 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 



 

 

Michael Kern 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

Cc: pft2@nau.edu 
Subject: attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Date: Friday, October 14, 2011 11:43:50 AM 

 
 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Paul Torrence 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

Cc: bowlenchris@comcast.net 
Subject: attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Date: Friday, October 14, 2011 9:39:20 AM 

 
 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Christine Bowlen 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Friday, October 14, 2011 9:23:12 AM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Karyn Moskowitz 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Thursday, October 13, 2011 4:23:51 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Kelly Silliman 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 



From: 
To: 
Cc: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson   

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

Subject: attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Date: Thursday, October 13, 2011 2:10:36 PM 

 
 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Dale Hallett 
 
Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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To: 
Subject: 
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attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Thursday, October 13, 2011 2:06:55 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Marnie Joyce 
 

Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 

 

 

 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
attn: Maureen Hyzer 
Thursday, October 13, 2011 2:06:51 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Marnie Joyce 
 

Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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FS-comments-southern-georgewashington -jefferson 
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Thursday, October 13, 2011 1:57:19 PM 

areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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christina zap mcconnell 
 

Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Paul Michael Ash 
 

Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 
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areas. 
• Invasives – The plan should discontinue any management activities that encourage 
intrusion of invasive species including roadbuilding and creation of additional early- 
successional habitat. 
• Alternative C - As presented in the DEIS, Alternative C has the lowest budget of all 
alternatives and protects all resource values in the long term instead of liquidating 
them in the short term and maximizes net public benefits. For this reason, I request 
that you adopt Alternative C as the Preferred Alternative and as the Final Revised 
Land and Resource Management Plan for the George Washington National Forest. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

 

 

 
Dear Maureen Hyzer, 

 
I wish to submit the following comments on the 2011 George Washington National 
Forest Draft Revised Land and Resource Management Plan and Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

 
• Wind Energy – The mountain ridges of the George Washington National Forest are 
flyways for birds and bats and are homes for many rare species and special 
biological areas. Because of this and because of the huge surface areas—clearings, 
platforms and roads—necessarily cleared and developed for industrial wind 
generation, and in order to protect our beautiful mountain vistas, the plan should 
not allow for industrial wind energy. 
• Gas and Oil Extraction – Because the development of surface and fracking wells, 
platforms and wellheads compromise recreation, scenic water and biological 
resources. The plan should not make any further leases available and existing leases 
should be removed from lease availability when they expire. 
• Biomass Incineration – Because of the huge volumes of fuel—trees—and water 
necessary and the large amount of air pollution—fine particulates and CO2—that 
accompany biomass incineration, the plan should not allow timber sales that fuel 
biomass incinerators. 
• Climate Change - Standing forests and intact soils are most valuable as carbon 
sinks than for any form of resource extraction. 
• Budget –The Plan should be as cost effective and have the lowest budget possible 
to maintain existing ecological and recreational resource values. 
• Economic Analysis-The DEIS on the Plan alternatives should include a full analysis 
of net public benefits including ecosystem services. 
• Wilderness - The GW is one of the very few places in the eastern United States 
where large areas of relatively undisturbed, mature forest still exist. All 372,000 
acres of potential wilderness and roadless areas, including the 39,000a Little River 
area should be designated as wilderness study areas. The plan should also protect all 
Special Biological Areas that have been recommended for protection or special 
management by the Virginia Division of Natural Heritage including Paddy Run. 
• Primitive Recreation – The plan and DEIS need to implement road closures to 
create a primitive recreation area which would include Little River and adjoining 
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Fred Skey 
 

Include my comments in the official record for this project, but do NOT send me 
further documents or put me on any mailing lists. 

 

 

 


