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In accordance with Federal civil rights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil 
rights regulations and policies, the USDA, its Agencies, offices, and employees, and institutions 
participating in or administering USDA programs are prohibited from discriminating based on 
race, color, national origin, religion, sex, gender identity (including gender expression), sexual 
orientation, disability, age, marital status, family/parental status, income derived from a public 
assistance program, political beliefs, or reprisal or retaliation for prior civil rights activity, in any 
program or activity conducted or funded by USDA (not all bases apply to all programs). 
Remedies and complaint filing deadlines vary by program or incident. 
 
Persons with disabilities who require alternative means of communication for program 
information (e.g., Braille, large print, audiotape, American Sign Language, etc.) should contact 
the responsible Agency or USDA’s TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TTY) or contact 
USDA through the Federal Relay Service at (800) 877-8339. Additionally, program information 
may be made available in languages other than English. 
 
To file a program discrimination complaint, complete the USDA Program Discrimination 
Complaint Form, AD-3027, found online at 
http://www.ascr.usda.gov/complaint_filing_cust.html and at any USDA office or write a letter 
addressed to USDA and provide in the letter all of the information requested in the form. To 
request a copy of the complaint form, call (866) 632-9992. Submit your completed form or letter to 
USDA by: (1) mail: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil 
Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C. 20250-9410; (2) fax: (202) 690-7442; or 
(3) email: program.intake@usda.gov. 
 
USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender. 

http://www.ascr.usda.gov/complaint_filing_cust.html
mailto:program.intake@usda.gov
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Summary of Public Input for Forest Plan Revision and 
Need-for-Change Meetings 
 
Overview 
 
This NFC Meetings Summaries document summarizes how public comments on Need-for-
Change were solicited, gives examples of the type of public comments received on Need-for-
Change statements, and shows how public comments and recommendations were 
incorporated into  the final Need-for-Change Statements. Need-for-Change statements create 
the bridge between the Assessment and development of new plan components by broadly 
identifying what is not working with the current plan’s management direction so that it can be 
changed in the revised plan. 
 
What are Need-for-Change (NFC) Statements? 
 
The Assessment Report presents current ecological, economic, and social conditions and trends on 
the SFNF. (For more on the plan revision process, or the two-volume Final Assessment Report, please 
visit our website at: www.fs.usda.gov/goto/santafeforestplan and select “Forest Plan Documents“). 
These current conditions are sometimes a result of plan direction from the SFNF 1987 Land and 
Resource Management Plan, or Forest Plan. Therefore, when current conditions align with 
desired conditions, it can represent that exiting plan direction is appropriate. On the other hand, 
when current conditions do not align with desired conditions, it often represents a need to change 
plan direction. As per the 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219.5) Need-for-Change (NFC) statements 
were developed for the parts of the Forest Plan that are not working based on the Assessment 
Report. In particular, 12 resource areas were identified as having the greatest departure from 
desired conditions and need for different plan direction.  
 
NFC statements are general, do not provide plan direction, and do not necessarily discuss how 
the revised plan will address these issues. Rather, they form the bridge between the identification 
of resource conditions and their trends in the Assessment, and the development of the revised 
forest plan by presenting where and how the revised forest plan needs to be different from the 
current plan. These statements provide direction for the second phase of planning – the 
development of the revised plan – where plan components are created to help ensure 
management meets desired conditions for each resource. 
 
Public meetings and input on the Draft Assessment and Need-for-Change 
Statements 
 
Following the release of the Draft Assessment Report on October 20, 2015, a Symposium, series of 
general public meeting, and two tribal meetings were held in communities around the SFNF to 
discuss findings from the Draft Assessment Report and to seek input on preliminary NFC 
statements.  
 

http://www.fs.usda.gov/goto/santafeforestplan
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/santafe/landmanagement/planning/?cid=stelprd3791614
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Symposium 
 
The Symposium was the most in-depth public meeting on the Draft Assessment Report which 
evaluated current ecological, economic, and social conditions and trends. The Symposium was 
held on October 23, 2015 at the Santa Fe Community College from 8:30am to 3:00pm. Thirty-three 
people attended. Resource specialists who authored the Draft Assessment Report (see Table 1 below 
for the specialists who worked on the Assessment) presented their findings in 15 minute 
presentations followed by five minutes for question and answer. Breaks throughout the day 
provided opportunities for the public to engage specialists in one-on one discussions.  

Table 1. Symposium Agenda, Topic, and Speakers 
 

Time Topic Speaker 

8:30-8:45 Introduction Jon Williams 

8:45-9:00 Overview of Forest Plan Revision Charles Clark 

9:00-9:40 Dominant Terrestrial and Riparian 
Vegetation Types on the SFNF 

Abie Carabajal 

9:40-10:00 Water Dave Park 

10:00-10:10 10 minute break (One-on-one Q&A with specialists) 

10:10-10:30 Species of Conservation Concern Mary Orr 

10:30-10:50 Soils Micah Kiesow 

10:50-11:10 Air Abie Carabajal 

11:10-11:30 Cultural and Historic Resources and 
Uses 

Jason McInteer 

11:30-12:15 45 minute lunch break at SFCC cafeteria (One-on-one Q&A with specialists) 

12:15-12:35 Areas of Tribal Importance Reuben Montes 

12:35-12:55 Social, Cultural, and Economic 
Sustainability 

Shannon Kelardy 

12:55-1:15 Range and Grazing Christine Bishop 
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1:15-1:35 Recreation, Scenery, and Designated 
Areas 

Jessica Dunn 

1:35-1:45 10 minute break (One-on-one Q&A with specialists) 

1:45-2:05 Infrastructure Lee Harrelson 

2:05-2:25 Land Status and Ownership Roger Norton 

2:25-2:45 Minerals Larry Gore 

2:45-3:00 Conclusion Charles Clark 

 
General Public Meetings  
 
Between October 26 and December 4, 2015, ten general public meetings along with two tribal 
meetings were held in communities around and throughout the SFNF. Over 200 members of the 
public participated and represented a range of interests, including concerned citizens, recreational 
users, environmental non-governmental organizations (NGOs), range permittees, inholding 
landowners, land grant heirs, county officials, and tribal officials. Some participants had 
attended earlier Forest Plan Revision meetings in 2014; for others, this was their first meeting on 
Forest Plan Revision. Meeting dates, locations, and number in attendance at each venue can be 
found in Table 2 below. 
 
The focus of these meetings was to: 

1. Present key findings from the Draft Assessment Report with a focus on 12 resources that 
were identified through the Assessment as having the greatest Need-for-Change, and 

2. Have discussions and get comments on what aspects of the current plan need to 
change through editing preliminary NFC statements or formulating new ones. 

 
Public input and comments focused on editing preliminary NFC statements drafted by the 
SFNF as well as proposing new NFC statements. The public provided over 800 recommended 
NFC statements either during public meetings or after the meetings had concluded through 
mail, email, or phone call. 
 

Tribal Engagement during First Phase of Plan Revision Process 
 
Two NFC meetings specifically for the tribes, one in Española and another in Albuquerque, were 
held in November 2015. The purpose of these meetings was to present the findings from the 
Assessment and to gather input on the specific Need-for-Change from the tribes’ perspectives. 
These meetings were considered to be part of the government-to-government communication 
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process but not meant to replace official consultation1 with the tribes. 
 
At the time of the NFC meetings, the SFNF had MOUs (memorandum of understanding) with 
three separate pueblos. Quarterly meetings are held with these tribes and Forest Plan Revision is 
a regular agenda item. 
 
Comments from tribal NFC meetings included: 
 

•  “Work with tribes early and throughout plan revision and adjust for tribal calendars and 
focus on long term interpersonal relationships. Leader to leader interactions are very 
important.” 

• “Management approach to emphasize partnerships and relationships to assist local 
economies in and around the Santa Fe National Forest.” 

• “There is a Need-for-Change to address how forest products are utilized as a result of 
forest restoration. How can we support those efforts for forest economies?” 

•  “Need for communication and access for tribes and pueblos when using the Santa Fe 
National Forest for traditional ceremonies.” 

• “Need for shared stewardships with tribes and pueblos.” 
• “Need for plan direction updating fire management to address risk, safety, and resource 

protection across the Forest and considering adjacent lands.” 
• “There is a need to continually strive to improve communication, don’t settle for status 

quo.” 
 

Table 2. Need-for-Change Public Meeting dates, locations, and number of attendees. 
 

Date Location Address Attendees 

10/23/2015 Santa Fe Community 
College 
(Symposium) 

6401 Richards Ave 
Santa Fe, NM 87508 

33 

10/26/2015 Rio Arriba County Rural 
Events Center 
(Rural) 2 

State Road 554 House #122-A 
El Rito, NM 87530 

4 

10/27/2015 Mora Independent 
School  
(Rural) 

10 Ranger Rd. 
Mora, NM 87732 

4 

                                                           
1 Consultation is initiated once the Notice of Intent (NOI) is published and scoping begins as part of the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for Forest Plan Revision. 
 
2 There was one Symposium and two tribal meetings, among the other general 10 meetings, areas with 10,000 residents 
or more (Las Vegas, Los Alamos, Rio Rancho, and Santa Fe) were considered urban meeting sites; communities with 
less than 10,000 residents were considered rural meeting sites (El Rito, Coyote, Cuba, Jemez Springs, Mora, and Pecos). 
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10/28/2015 Eichwald Center 
(Rural)  

Martinez Drive 
Cuba, NM 87013 

10 

11/02/2015 Mesa Public Library 
(Urban) 

2400 Central Ave 
Los Alamos, NM 87544 

24 

11/03/2015 New Mexico Highlands 
University 
(Urban) 

1031 11th Street 
Las Vegas, NM 87701 

10 

11/09/2015 Coyote Elementary 
School 
(Rural) 

St. Highway 96 
Coyote, NM 87012 

12 

11/10/2015 Pecos Elementary 
School 
(Rural) 

10 Panther Pkwy, Hwy 63 N 
Pecos, NM 87552 

17 

11/12/2015 SFNF Supervisors Office 
(Urban) 

11 Forest Lane 
Santa Fe, NM 87508 

85 

11/16/2015 BIA Northern Pueblos 
Agency 
(Tribal) 

196 Eagle Drive 
Espanola, NM 87533 

6 

11/17/2015 National Indian 
Programs Training 
Center 
(Tribal) 

1011 Indian School Road, NW 
Albuquerque, NM 87104 

7 

11/17/2015 UNM West 
(Urban) 

2600 College Blvd. NE 
Rio Rancho, NM 87144 

27 

12/4/2015 
(Original date of 
11/16/2015  cancelled due 
to weather and 
rescheduled to 12/4/2015) 

Science and Education 
Center 
(Rural) 

090 Villa Louis Martin 
Jemez Springs, NM 87025 

12 

 
Need-for-Change General Public Meeting Format 
 
Meetings were facilitated by either Lucy Moore or Dr. Karen Kline – neutral, third-party 
facilitators. The ten general NFC meetings were identical in format, lasting from 6-8 pm. The 
two tribal meetings were similar to the general meetings yet with more group conversation: 
 

• Handouts/Worksheets 
o The two handouts below were provided as people arrived and are available as 

Appendix A and B at the end of this document: 
1. Understanding Need-for-Change Statements and Types of Plan Components, an 

explanation of what an NFC statement is and definitions of key plan 
components. (Appendix A) 

2. Need-for-Change Worksheet, a worksheet to help the public write NFC 
statements, or provide other recommendations. This worksheet also 
included a meeting evaluation question. (Appendix B) 
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o The first document below was provided as people arrived at the meeting and the 
second document was finalized after receiving of all the public comments. Both are 
available on the Forest Plan Documents website 
(https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/santafe/landmanagement/planning/?cid=stelprd37
91614): 

1. Findings from the Draft Assessment: Twelve Focus Areas and Preliminary 
Need-for-Change Statements, used at the NFC meetings 

2. Findings from the Final Assessment: Twelve Focus Areas and Need-for-Change 
Statements, finalized after and based on feedback from the NFC meetings 

• Welcome and introductions 
o Five minute welcome segment. 

 Facilitators explained the handouts and process. 
 Introduction from a Forest Service line officer. 

o Fifteen minute introduction of audience members and Forest Service staff. 
• Presentation 

o Explanation of the purpose of NFC meetings, how they fit into the multi-year 
Forest Plan Revision process, and what milestones are on the horizon. 

• Breakout Sessions 
o An opportunity for the public to collaborate and create, as well as edit, proposed 

NFC statements. 
o Participants were given five minutes to look at posters representing 12 focus areas 

and put notes with their name on the topic they most wanted to discuss. 
o Facilitators then determined the topics with the most interest and used those to 

determine the topics for the breakout sessions. 
o There were two breakout sessions of twenty minutes each, with five minutes 

between rounds. 
o Forest Service staff served as table hosts, helped to facilitate the conversation, and 

recorded notes on the ideas and consensus that emerged. 
• Summary and evaluation 

o Ten minute summary from facilitators on what was heard and next steps. 
o Five minutes of verbal meeting evaluation from the public. 

 
NFC Topics by Location 

  
Topics discussed during each of the 10 general public meetings and the two tribal meetings were 
determined by the participants and therefore varied meeting by meeting. Most often, topics were 
one of the 12 focus areas but additional topics were also discussed at some meetings based on 
participant interest (Table 3 below as well as Appendix D, NFC Comments and Responses 
Spreadsheet). Relationships and Partners was a topic discussed at all meetings in both urban and 
rural meeting locations as well as the tribal meetings. Riparian Ecosystems was a common topic 
at both urban and rural meeting locations. Water and Recreation were frequently discussed topics 
at meetings in urban meeting locations, while Grass Cover and Range were frequently discussed 
topics in rural meeting locations. At tribal meetings, breakout sessions focused on Monitoring, 
Restoration of Ecosystem Resiliency, Areas of Tribal Importance, as well as Wildlife, Fish, and 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/santafe/landmanagement/planning/?cid=stelprd3791614
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/santafe/landmanagement/planning/?cid=stelprd3791614
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Plants. Table 3 shows the frequency by which topics were discussed at urban and rural meeting 
locations, at tribal meetings, and overall. The first twelve resources in the table represent the focus 
areas. Resources 13-15 were nominated by the public for discussion in at least one meeting. The 
last column of the table shows the total number of comments received for each resource topic 
from a combination of the public meetings, email, and mail.  
 
 

Table 3. NFC Topics  
 

 

Need-for-Change 12 Focus Areas Topics 

Urban 
Meeting 

Site 

Rural 
Meeting 

Site 

 

Tribal % 

 

Overall % 

Total 
Comments 

= 540 

1. Monitoring 8% 5% 14% 5% 29 

2. Relationships and Partners 10% 12% 29% 12% 59 

3. Frequent Fire (Low Severity) 
Systems 

8% 7% 0% 7% 38 

4. Grass Cover 5% 14% 0% 1% 6 

5. Riparian Ecosystems 10% 12% 0% 2% 14 

6. Restoration of Ecosystem 
Resiliency 

5% 2% 14% 8% 40 

7. Water 10% 9% 0% 7% 37 

8. Soils 0% 7% 0% 2% 10 

9. Range 5% 14% 0% 8% 41 

10. Recreation 21% 9% 0% 23% 120 

11. Infrastructure 8% 7% 0% 6% 30 

12. Land Status and Ownership 5% 2% 0% 2% 13 

Other Topics of Importance to 
Attendees 

     

13. Wildlife, Fish, and Plants 3% 0% 14% 12% 65 

14. Cultural Resources 3% 0% 0% 6% 31 

15. Areas of Tribal Importance 0% 0% 29% 1% 7 
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The totals do not necessarily add up to 100 percent as comments received via email or mail were not associated with a 
specific meeting site. Also, some comments fit into several topic categories and so the number of individual 
submissions is less than the total attributed (540). Finally, this analysis was completed before all comments (including 
mailed and emailed comments) were received. The final total of NFC comments received is 849. 
 

Summarized Public Comments and Final Need-for-
Change Statements 
 
This Report 
 
This section summarizes comments received from public meeting (the quote is then attributed to 
the meeting during which it occurred) on the NFC statements including the 12 focus area topics 
and the three additional topics brought up during general public meetings as well as from 
comments mailed or emailed outside of the public meetings (the quote is then attributed to an 
“individual”). Each topic has a summary of the types of comments received and how they 
influenced the final NFC statements followed by comments representative of the scope of 
comments received for each topic. Final NFC statements incorporate comments received during 
the general public meetings, tribal meetings, or via emails. Specific responses to all NFC 
recommendations and comments can be found in Appendix D and the Findings from the Final 
Assessment which gives more information on each topic area can be found on the Forest Plan 
Documents website 
(https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/santafe/landmanagement/planning/?cid=stelprd3791614).  

An exhaustive display of changes between draft and final Need-for-Change statements is not 
possible in this report, but some changes are stressed to demonstrate the level that public input 
impacted the final Need-for-Change statements. Specifically: 
 

• Parts of NFC statements that are underlined represent text that was modified or added 
between draft and final.  

• Deleted sections of NFC statements are not noted. 
• NFC statements tagged with “NEW” prior to the statement are completely new, and 

were added between draft and final. 
 

Information for this report was compiled using all of the input received from public meeting 
participants, including worksheets submitted during or after public meetings, as well as letters 
and emails submitted outside of public meetings. Although all of the individual worksheets, 
letters, and emails are not included here; these documents are part of the project record for Forest 
Plan Revision and available through the Freedom of Information Act. In addition, the spreadsheet 
in Appendix D lists all NFC recommendations and comments, as well as responses.     

https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/santafe/landmanagement/planning/?cid=stelprd3791614
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Monitoring 
 
Monitoring was a resource topic covered at all the public meetings. It received a moderate 
number of comments. Many comments mentioned needs for monitoring specific resources or 
specific types of monitoring. 
 
Many comments also discussed the need for enhanced partnerships which is captured in NFC 
statement number 2 in the Relationships and Partners section. Other monitoring comments 
focused on climate change which is captured in NFC statement number 4 in the Restoration of 
Ecosystem Resiliency section. Finally, many NFC monitoring comments will be more appropriate 
in Phase 2 of the Forest Plan Revision process because specific topics for the Monitoring Plan need 
to align with the Plan’s Desired Conditions and Standards and Guidelines. 
 
Comments about how monitoring should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “Include stakeholders in monitoring” (Mora) 
• “Desired condition for monitoring to look at systems rather than just individual 

disciplines” (Cuba) 
• “There is a need for more effective monitoring on multiple-use” (Santa Fe) 
• “NFC for management approach to emphasize monitoring in collaboration with 

partners and other agencies specifically look to standardize and align protocols across 
boundaries” (Rio Rancho) 

• “Need for additional monitoring” (Abiquiu) 
 

Final Need-for-Change Statements 
 

1. There is need for a monitoring program that tracks progress toward desired conditions 
and allows for a responsive adaptive management program. (e.g., air quality critical 
loads, species population trends, designated areas such as wilderness, etc.) 

2. There is need for monitoring questions and associated indicators that look at the status 
of resources at appropriate scales. 
 

Relationships and Partners 
 
The topic of Relationship and Partners resonated with most of the participants and was second 
only to Recreation in terms of the frequency that it was discussed at public meetings and in 
terms of the frequency that it was commented upon. Many public comments focused on the 
need for an increased emphasis on public education and that led to the inclusion of NFC 
statement number 3 in the final Relationships and Partners section. Other comments on 
relationships and partners focused on the need for the SFNF to work more effectively with 
volunteers. And finally, many public comments emphasized the need to work collaboratively 
with the wide range of individuals and groups who use the SFNF. 
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Some comments related to Relationships and Partners as well as conservation education were 
addressed in other categories such as Ecosystem Resilience and Restoration, Areas of Tribal 
Importance, or under the Frequent Fire section as a Wildland-Urban Interface (WUI) issue 
which the SFNF noted and is reflected in the Final NFC statements. 
 
Comments about how relationships and partners should be addressed in NFC statements 
include: 
 

• “There is a need to better educate the public about the benefits of fire” (Las Vegas) 
• “There is a need to expand volunteer program” (Coyote) 
• “Certify a list of vendors that can meet Forest Service requirements while providing 

services to meet the needs of archeological surveys, ESA surveys, NEPA process, 
construction and maintenance” (Individual)4 

• “There is a need to improve/increase opportunity for stakeholder involvement” (Jemez 
Springs) 

• “Limited funding - need partnerships.” (Abiquiu) 
• “There is a need for plan direction that emphasizes public education on riparian zones 

such as their fragility, sustainable practices, and importance.” (Santa Fe) 
 

Final Need-for-Change Statements 
 

1. There is a need to include management approaches that build stronger relationships with 
the public, including but not limited to state and federal agencies, cities and counties, 
tribal governments, recreational and forest user groups, environmental groups, land grant 
communities and other traditional-use communities, local communities, youth, and 
vendors. 

2. There is a need for management approaches that can strategically leverage and streamline 
processes for engaging partners and volunteers during project planning and 
implementation, resource protection activities, and monitoring. 

3. NEW - There is a need for management approaches that emphasize public education on 
the SFNF’s diverse ecological, social, and economic resources, the multiple-use 
philosophy, public laws and regulations, and management strategies.  
 

Vegetation 
 
Frequent Fire (Low Severity) Systems 
 
Many public comments focused on the natural role that fire has historically played on the Santa 
Fe National Forest and how to bring fire back the natural role of fire on the landscape. Other 
comments addressed the danger of fire, especially in the Wildland-Urban Interface. Finally, many 
commenters wanted best available science to be a critical component when managing fire on the 
                                                           
4 When a comment is attributed to an “Individual,” it is referring to a person who sent in a comment by email, mail, 
or phone call outside of the public meetings 
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landscape, which is addressed in NFC statement number 4 in the Changes Throughout the Plan 
section. 
 
The topic of Frequent Fire (Low Severity) Systems is similar to the Relationships and Partners 
focus area topic in that it many comments were addressed in other categories such as Vegetation, 
Soils, and Ecological Resilience and Restoration.  
 
Comments about how fire should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “There is a need for desired conditions for fire adapted vegetation types that recognize 
the natural role of fire in the landscape.” (Individual) 

• “When managing Rx (prescribed) fire there is a need to consider current vegetation to 
limit non-native and shrubby species.” (Cuba) 

• “Need for active vegetation management under utility corridors.” (Los Alamos) 
• “Need for fire to play a natural role (‘87 plan limits natural fire)—take out specific 

language on fire suppression.” (Jemez Springs) 
• “There is a need to manage wildfire to meet multiple objectives.” (Las Vegas) 

 
Final Need-for-Change Statements 

 
1. There is a need for plan direction that recognizes the natural process of fire (e.g., 

natural fire regime) and its use as a management tool to help achieve desired 
conditions appropriate to each vegetation type (ERUs) across the landscape. 

2. There is a need for plan direction that allows fire managers the flexibility to manage 
naturally ignited fires to meet resource objectives based on weather and site-specific 
conditions (e.g., fuel conditions, topography, safety concerns and values). These 
actions may include the use of fire to reduce excess fuels, moderating the risk of future 
high-intensity fires, improving wildlife and range habitat, encouraging aspen 
regeneration, and improving watershed and overall forest health. 

3. There is a need for plan direction that includes the flexibility to manage for all 
resources when managing wildland fire (i.e., prescribed and natural) to accomplish 
integrated resource objectives. 
 

Grass Cover 
 
Many public comments on Grass Cover emphasized the need to restore grasslands and to 
eliminate invasive species. Other comments addressed the increased erosion resulting from the 
loss of grass cover.  
 
Comments about how grass cover should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “The second NFC statement in the NFC Posters (Grass Cover) goes part of the way there 
but overemphasizes encroachment by shrubs and woody species as opposed to invasive 
forbs and bare ground” (Individual) 
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• “There is a NFC regarding erosion and consequent gully formation as specific causes for 
grass decline. Protection may be necessary, but reversal of the loss of grass cover – 
through headcut and gully repair—is critical” (Individual) 

• “There is a need to manage holistically” (Mora) 
 
Final Need-for-Change Statements 

 
1. There is a need for desired conditions and standards and guidelines that allow for the 

restoration, conservation, and maintenance of grass productivity and species diversity, 
emphasizing native grasses. 

2. NEW - There is a need for desired conditions and standards and guidelines that limit and 
reverse woody species encroachment into grasslands, and encourage grass infill of 
shrublands, woodlands, and forested systems.  

 
Riparian Ecosystems 
 
Many public comments focused on how to allow for, yet minimize, the impacts from multiple 
uses in riparian ecosystems. Other comments focused on the impact of upland ecological health 
on adjacent riparian systems. Finally the public commented on prioritizing collaborative 
watershed restoration which was addressed in the Riparian Ecosystem section as well as NFC 
statement number 1 in the Relationships and Partners section. 
 
Comments about how riparian ecosystems should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “There is a need for plan direction that continues to allow for different forms of 
recreation in riparian areas. Need for active vegetation management under utility 
corridors” (Santa Fe) 

• “Need to better determine mechanisms to manage wildlife on NFS lands and their 
impacts on the riparian areas (prairie dogs, elk, beavers). Not just the cattle causing 
impacts to the riparian areas” (Jemez Springs) 

• “Increased efforts should be placed on understanding the importance of riparian areas 
and implement effective strategies for protection and maintenance of these important 
areas. This is especially true when there are so many species of concern dependent on 
riparian systems on this Forest” (Individual) 
 

 Final Need-for-Change Statements 
 

1. There is a need for desired conditions to restore or maintain characteristic composition 
and cover of riparian vegetation. 

2. NEW - There is a need for Standards and Guidelines that minimize the ecological impacts 
of multiple uses in the riparian area. 

3. There is a need for management approaches for riparian systems that recognize their 
reliance on upland ecological health.  
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Restoration of Ecosystem Resiliency 
 
The public commented on the need for a holistic landscape-based approach to restoration which 
is captured in NFC statement number 6 in the Restoration of Ecosystem Resiliency section. The 
public also commented on carbon sequestration capacity which is captured in NFC statement 
number 7 in the Restoration of Ecosystem Resiliency section. Finally several comments focused on 
using the best available science which is captured in NFC statement number 4 in the Changes 
Throughout the Plan section. 
 
Comments about how restoration of ecosystem resiliency should be addressed in NFC 
statements include: 
 

• “There is a need to increase pace and scale of forest management including: thinning, Rx 
fire, and other methods to increase forest resiliency and soil stability” (Santa Fe) 

• “There is a need to allow greater flexibility in treatment tools/locations using tools based 
on resources present” (Rio Rancho) 

• “Need Forest-wide Monitoring Plan (collaborate with trail maintenance groups, wildlife 
watch groups, water sentinels, youth forestry project groups, tree planting organizations)” 
(Individual) 
 

 Final Need-for-Change Statements 
 

1. There is a need for plan direction that minimizes the artificial boundaries imposed by 
current management area designation, and bases new ones on natural features and/or 
ecological boundaries (i.e., ERUs). 

3. There is a need to develop management strategies that encourage an all-lands approach of 
working with neighboring land managers to implement projects at a scale that improves 
landscape connectivity across mixed ownerships where natural system span multiple 
administrative boundaries. 

4. There is a need for plan standards and guidelines to address the presence of non-native 
species by encouraging the removal of existing populations, limiting the introduction and 
spread of new populations, while promoting the characteristic composition and condition 
of native species. 

5. There is a need for plan direction that incorporates adaptive management strategies in 
response to uncertain future environmental conditions and stressors, such as insect-, 
disease-, and climate change-induced effects (e.g., increases in fires, severe drought, 
flooding), making resources more adaptable to changing conditions.  

6. There is a need to develop desired conditions for vegetation structure, function, spatial 
patterns, and species composition at multiple spatial scales (e.g., landscape, patch or 
stand, and within patch) that supports resilient ecosystems.   

7. NEW - There is a need to develop holistically-based management approaches and 
monitoring to restore resilient landscapes because all resources are interdependent.   
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8. NEW - There is a need to develop desired conditions that promote ecological conditions 
and natural disturbance processes to restore, improve, and sustain forest and grassland 
carbon sequestration. 

9. There is a need for desired conditions that emphasize silvicultural practices of uneven-
aged timber management to provide resilient and sustainable forested ecosystems. 
 

Other Resources 
 
Water 
 
Many public comments focused on the need to manage watershed health and water resource 
resiliency. Other comments focused on threats to water including climate change and drought 
which is addressed in NFC statement number 4 in the Restoration of Ecosystem Resiliency 
section. Finally, several public comments focused on at-risk aquatic species and restoration of 
habitat which are addressed in NFC statement numbers 1 and 2 in the Wildlife, Fish, and Plants 
section. 
 
Comments about how water should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “Evaluate and significantly improve the efficacy of plan components—in particular 
standards, guidelines, adaptive management systems, and best management practices—
intended to mitigate pollution caused by system and non---system roads and commercial 
activities such as livestock grazing” (Individual) 

• “Manage sagebrush to promote native grasses to hold water on the land” (Cuba) 
• “There is a need to clearly explain the issue of surface and ground water rights on 

National Forest System lands. Under New Mexico’s prior appropriation system, water 
rights require a permit holder to apply water rights to the intended beneficial use. In the 
context of livestock watering rights, federal agencies are unable to comply with this 
requirement due to the fact that grazing permit holders, not the federal agency, are 
owners of the livestock on federal grazing allotments.” (Individual) 
 

 Final Need-for-Change Statements 
 

1. There is a need to develop standards and guidelines that improve hydrological function 
and condition of water-dependent systems by maintaining and restoring upland and 
riparian vegetative cover, and by reducing erosion and sedimentation from disturbed sites 
(e.g., reclaiming roads) where feasible. 

2. There is a need for standards and guidelines to protect stream channel morphology and 
function as well as water quality (e.g., 303d-listed streams) of all surface waters on the 
SFNF. 

3. There is a need for plan direction which provides for sustainable groundwater-dependent 
ecosystems (e.g., seeps and springs, fens, and wetlands) and for the long-term protection 
of groundwater quality and quantity on the SFNF.  
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4. NEW - There is a need for plan direction that considers consumptive water uses and water 
rights because water is over-allocated and will continue to be in high demand.  
 

Soils 
 
Many public comments were about the importance of and the need for soil development while 
other comments focused on soil compaction and impacts from multiple uses. 
 
Comments about how soil should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “Need to build soil. Increase organic litter, pasture rotation for improving cover/species 
diversity and composition. Improving vegetation cover in uplands. Reversing erosion 
(gully control)” (Jemez Springs) 

• “The NFC posters (Soils) first NFC statement need not include: ‘the production of timber. 
The second and third sentences are superfluous. Restoring condition and function specific 
to vegetation potential is inclusive and sufficient’” (Individual) 
 

Final Need-for-Change Statements 
 

1. There is a need to develop standards and guidelines that promote the maintenance and 
restoration of soil condition and function (e.g., hydrology, stability, and nutrient cycling) 
by limiting the amount of exposed soil and by restoring and maintaining sufficient 
vegetative cover, including downed woody material. 
 

Range 
 
Some public comments focused on the need for better partnerships between the SFNF and 
permittees which is addressed in NFC statement number 1 in the Relationships and Partners 
section. Another public comment supported the emphasis on adaptive management for the range 
program as captured in NFC statement number 1 in the Range section. Finally, some comments 
focused on the challenge of eliminating non-native or invasive species which was captured in 
NFC statement number 3 in the Restoration of Ecosystem Resiliency section. 
 
Comments about how range should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “Need to manage for more water retention and distribution” (Cuba) 
• “Need to allow for non-toxic herbicides to treat non-native species’” (Las Vegas) 
• “There is a need to value the soils, native animals, grasses, plants, and water quality above 

the economic and political value of grazing in SFNF” (Individual) 
• “There is a need for management direction that aims to disperse cattle (e.g. install more 

water tanks spread out)” (Jemez Springs) 
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Final Need-for-Change Statement 
 

1. There is a need for plan direction that provides opportunities to use adaptive management 
for the range program that incorporates ecosystem-based desired conditions, with 
particular emphasis on drought and other extreme weather-related events.  
 

Recreation 
 
Many public comments focused on changing trends in recreational uses (e.g., mountain biking) 
and that is captured in NFC statement number 2 in the Recreation section. Other comments 
focused on working with volunteers to maintain trails as well as public education and these 
were captured in NFC statement numbers 1 and 2 in the Relationships and Partners section. 
Finally, a common theme was access which was addressed in NFC statement number 2 in the 
Recreation section and NFC statement number 4 in the Land Status and Ownership section. 
 
Comments about how recreation should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “Need for desired condition to look at SFNF trail as a whole to limit user conflict, user 
impact, as well as reroute decommissioning or opening new trails as appropriate. 
(Including longer connections for urban users, mountain bikers, long distance hikers and 
equestrian use)” (Pecos) 

• “Need Management plan to have additional sufficient motorized trails (best practices from 
Sandia RD)” (Pecos) 

• “There is a need to develop/alter trail system that is based (originates) on current user use, 
master trail plan’” (Santa Fe) 

• “There is a need to explore trails open to specific uses at specific times” (Santa Fe) 
• “There is a need to ID dispersed camping” (Rio Rancho) 
• “Desired condition that accounts for observed increasing recreation use for destinations in 

new national parks and plan for high use” (Los Alamos) 
• “Forest Plan needs to be flexible for years of high and low funding” (Las Vegas) 
• “There is an urgent need to develop more motorized trail opportunities throughout the 

SFNF. The current MVUM/trail system is woefully lacking in two-track and single track 
motorized trail opportunities. Thus, the motorized community’s needs within the Forest 
are underserved and lend to a poor recreational experience. Increased opportunities will 
provide a greater level of satisfaction among users, increase participation in volunteer 
projects, encourage law abidance, community self-enforcement, trail sustainability and 
promote out-of-state tourism. All very desired conditions indeed” (Individual) 

• “Accurately addressing user conflict will be a critical component of planning moving 
forward” (Individual) 

• “Sustainability- providing infrastructure for recreational users” (Rio Rancho) 
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 Final Need-for-Change Statements 
 

1. There is a need for plan direction on sustainable recreation management to provide high 
quality recreational experiences that are consistent with the Santa Fe National Forest’s 
social, environmental, and economical resource capacity.  

2. There is a need for plan direction to address the long-term sustainability, changing trends 
in services, and intended use of recreation infrastructure and facilities. For example, trails 
that permit equestrian use should have trailhead parking that accommodates horse 
trailers. 

3. There is a need for desired conditions, standards, and guidelines for managing recreation 
activity impacts that occur in areas sensitive to resource degradation or at risk due to high 
visitation. 

4. There is a need for plan direction to address user conflicts (e.g., between motorized and 
non-motorized trail users). 
 

Infrastructure 
 
Some public comments focused on a desire for sustainable infrastructure, especially roads, which 
is captured in NFC statement number 1 in the Infrastructure section. Other comments focused on 
soil monitoring in relation to the use of the road system which is captured in the Infrastructure 
section as well as NFC statement number 1 in the Soils section. Finally, some comments 
addressed the reclamation of closed roads which is addressed in NFC statement number 2 in the 
Infrastructure section. 
 
Comments about how infrastructure should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “Need for evaluating roads/trails that are affected by fires/flood that are on the MVUM 
(i.e. Ridge Trail easy to repair); What is the mechanism to allow this to happen; Develop 
forest-wide standards and guideline to last for 30 years beyond life of the plan” (Los 
Alamos) 

• “There is a need for better management of roads that cross jurisdictions/ownership” (Rio 
Rancho) 
 

Final Need-for-Change Statements 
 

1. There is a need for plan direction to ensure sustainable infrastructure (e.g., roads, 
recreation and administrative facilities, range improvements, maintenance, etc.). 

2. NEW - There is a need for desired conditions regarding the Forest’s road system and 
standards and guidelines to address negative impacts of existing roads. 
 

Land Status and Ownership 
 
Several public comments addressed utility and communication site infrastructure which is 
captured in NFC statement number 3 in the Land Status and Ownership section. Other public 
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comments addressed better coordination between local governments and the SFNF which is 
captured in NFC statement number 5 in the Land Status and Ownership section. Finally, a public 
comment addressed the need to protect access to the SFNF which is captured in NFC statement 
number 4 in the Land Status and Ownership section. 
 
Comments about how land status and ownership should be addressed in NFC statements 
include: 
 

• “There is a need for better coordination with counties regarding subdivision 
fragmentation” (Rio Rancho) 

• “There is a need to encourage cooperation with other agencies to get homeowners 
to treat their properties, so, resources can be dedicated to protecting the forest” 
(Cuba) 

 
Final Need-for-Change Statements 

 
1. There is a need for standards and guidelines that addresses how access to private lands is 

authorized so as to minimize natural resource damage while ensuring rights of access to 
private lands are respected. 

2. NEW - There is a need for standards and guidelines that minimizes resource damage to 
NFS lands when evaluating placement of infrastructure for land development (i.e., 
authorization of use and occupancy) specifically as it relates to the expansion of the WUI. 

3. There is a need for plan direction for the authorization, location, maintenance, and 
inspection of current and future utility and communication site infrastructure because 
there is an increasing demand on the Forest for these services.  

4. NEW - There is a need for plan direction that encourages the protection of existing public 
access rights and the acquisition of new recreational access opportunities to National 
Forest lands. 

5. There is a need for management approaches that emphasize better coordination between 
local governments and the Forest Service for permits, leases, and easements on National 
Forest lands. 
 

Other Need-for-Change Resources 
 
Changes Throughout the Plan 
 
Many public comments addressed the desire to incorporate the best available scientific 
information in the new Forest Plan and that is captured in NFC statement number 4 in the 
Changes Throughout the Plan section. 
 
Comments about how changes throughout the plan should be addressed in NFC statements 
include: 
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• “Restoration of ecosystem resilience desired condition to be based on BASI, habitat.” 
(Pecos) 

• “Add into NFC section "Changes throughout the Plan": There is a need to foster social, 
economic, and ecological sustainability through the development of plan components for 
all resources that provide increased certainty that resiliency will be protected and restored 
to account for existing stressors and the intensifying stress caused by climate change.” 
(Individual) 
 

 
Final Need-for-Change Statements 

 
1. There is a need for plan direction that is more strategic than prescriptive (e.g., define 

desired conditions with objectives for how each resource should be managed). 
2. There is a need for removing components that are redundant with existing laws, 

regulations, and Forest Service policy. These will be incorporated in the revised plan by 
specific reference only, which will allow the plan to be up to date with the most recent 
versions without amendments. 

3. There is a need to remove current plan direction that requires developing additional 
planning documents, many of which require updates on a regular cycle (e.g., recreation) 

4. NEW - There is a need to incorporate best available scientific information (BASI) into all 
plan components (e.g., desired conditions, objectives, standards, guidelines, and 
management approaches). 

5. There is a need to consider new designated areas as well as management areas or 
geographic areas with their own specific plan components. 

 
Wildlife, Fish, and Plants 
 
One concern highlighted by public comments on Wildlife, Fish, and Plants was the need 
for habitat connectivity which is captured in the NFC statement number 2 in the Wildlife, 
Fish, and Plants section. Protecting at-risk species was another theme among public 
comments and that is addressed by NFC statement number 1 in the Wildlife, Fish, and 
Plants section. Finally, many other comments addressed the need for monitoring wildlife 
which is captured in NFC statement number 1 in the Monitoring section and may be 
considered in Phase 2 of the Forest Plan Revision process when monitoring plans are 
developed. 
 
Comments about how wildlife, fish, and plants should be addressed in NFC statements 
include: 
 

• “There is a need to increase flexibility and adaptability for wildlife management to 
meet rapidly changing conditions and information” (Santa Fe) 

• “There is a need for acquiring baseline information on the status and distribution 
of sensitive and endangered plant species on the SFNF. Current and past 
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information used to evaluate the status and distribution of At-Risk species is 
insufficient, inadequate, and often outdated by decades.” (Individual) 

• “There is a need for establishing appropriate management direction 
addressing At- Risk plant species” (Individual) 

• “There is a need for standards and guidelines that incorporate best available 
science and contribute to the recovery and conservation of federally 
recognized species, maintaining viable populations of the species of 
conservation concern, and maintaining common and abundant species 
within the plan area” (Individual) 

• “Monitor riparian areas that are wildlife “hotspots” that attract unusually 
high concentrations of birds, aquatic life and other wildlife species” 
(Individual) 

 
Final Need-for-Change Statements 

 
1. There is a need for desired conditions and standards and guidelines that support 

ecological conditions that contribute to the recovery and conservation of federally listed 
species (threatened and endangered), maintaining viable populations of the species of 
conservation concern, and maintaining common and abundant species. 

2. NEW - There is a need to develop standards and management guidelines for the 
restoration or maintenance of ecological conditions (e.g., restoring plant and animal 
communities with altered or changing species composition and structure so they will be 
resilient over time and meet the habitat needs for a diversity of native plant and animal 
species, including suitable habitat for rare species). 

3. There is a need to develop standards and guidelines that address terrestrial and aquatic 
habitat connectivity and corridors for species migration, including direction for the 
restoration and expansion of native aquatic species range and connectivity of fragmented 
populations by improving aquatic passages. 
 

Air 
 
Public comments focused on the need for improving air quality, monitoring, visibility, and critical 
loads which were addressed in NFC statement number 1 in the Monitoring section and 
contributed to the creation of NFC statement number 1 in the Air section. 
 
Comments about how air should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “There is a need for the revised plan to include desired conditions and objectives for 
improving air quality and monitoring” (Individual) 

• “There is a need for the revised plan to include desired conditions and plan direction for 
air quality in terms of ambient air quality, visibility and critical loads” (Individual) 

• “There is a need for the revised plan to include air quality monitoring objectives related to 
critical loads” (Individual) 

 



Need-for-Change Meeting Summaries 25  

Final Need-for-Change Statements 
 

1. NEW - There is a need for plan direction for air quality in terms of ambient air quality, 
visibility, and critical loads. 
 

Socioeconomic Resources 
 
Many public comments focused on the Santa Fe National Forest’s role in contributing to local 
economies which is addressed in NFC statement number 1 in the Socioeconomic section. 
 
Comments about how socioeconomic resources should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “There is a need within the revised plan to better recognize and enhance the [Santa Fe 
NF’s] role in contributing to local economies, including service-based sectors such as 
recreation and tourism, timber and forest products, livestock grazing, and other multiple- 
use related activities and products” (Individual) 

• “The word ‘restoration’, one portion that is missing is utilization, where does utilization 
fall into this (the social/economic) portions? There is a Need-for-Change to address how 
forest products are utilized as a result of forest restoration. How can we support those 
efforts for forest economies?" (Albuquerque – Tribal) 

• “The economic impact of mountain biking in the SFNF has not been addressed 
adequately” (Individual) 

• “We recommend that the Santa Fe NF use a Total Economic Valuation framework 
(Peterson and Sorg 1987) to prepare any benefit--- cost analysis for the Forest Plan 
Revision and the various project---level activities and authorizations existing and 
contemplated on the Santa Fe.” (Individual) 

 

Final Need-for-Change Statements 
 

1. There is a need for plan direction that recognizes the Santa Fe National Forest’s role in 
contributing to local economies, including service-based sectors such as recreation and 
tourism, timber, and other multiple-use related activities and products. 
 

Designated Areas 
 
Some public comments addressed the need to identify and evaluate potential additions to the 
Wilderness Preservation System as well as other special designations which is captured in NFC 
statement number 2 in the Designated Areas section. 
 
Comments about how designated areas should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “The Santa Fe NF should identify and designate wetlands to protect and restore water 
resource resiliency in a changing climate. More broadly, we recommend identify and  
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designate areas to protect and restore resiliency for forest resources in a changing climate 
including, as noted above, areas that foster protection of wildlife core areas and, more 
broadly, the connectivity and permeability of wildlife habitat.” (Individual) 

• “There is a need to identify and evaluate potential additions to the Wilderness 
Preservation System. “ (Individual) 

• “There is a need for the revised plan to identify and evaluate additional areas for special 
designation.” (Individual) 

• “Some pueblos support (Wilderness), some don’t” (Española – Tribal) 
 
Final Need-for-Change Statements 

 
1. There is a need to update plan direction for designated wilderness areas and 

recommended wilderness areas in order to protect and enhance wilderness values and 
character. 

2. There is a need for plan direction to identify and evaluate potential additions to the 
National Wilderness Preservation System and eligibility of rivers for inclusion in the 
National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. 
 

Scenery 
 

There were no public comments on Scenery during the NFC comment period. 
 
Final Need-for-Change Statements 

 
1. There is a need for plan direction to integrate scenery management into all resource 

management decisions with the intent of retaining and enhancing scenic resources while 
integrating with other resources (e.g., restoration, habitat diversity, and timber 
management). 
 

Cultural Resources 
 
Some public comments addressed the need to recognize and protect areas of particular 
significance with respect to cultural resources which is addressed in NFC statement numbers 1 
and 2 in the Cultural Resources section. 
 
The topic of Cultural Resources was prevalent at not only meetings with local tribes but also at 
both urban and rural meeting sites. Many of the Cultural Resource comments received 
overlapped with the Relationships and Partners section: 
 
Comments about how cultural resources should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “There is a need to protect historical uses, such as, firewood cutting, livestock 
grazing, pinon picking and herb gathering” (Santa Fe) 
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• “There's a need to reevaluate opening of roads connected to traditional uses” (Rio 
Rancho) 

• “Archaeological Sites – need to establish site stewardship and protection from 
vandalism and looting” (Individual) 

• “There is a need to include management approaches that build stronger 
relationships with recognized Spanish and Mexican Community Land Grants-
Mercedes that share common borders with the SFNF or whose former common 
lands are now managed by the SFNF in order to facilitate reasonable access to 
forest resources by community land grant heirs for traditional use purposes” 
(Individual) 

• “There is a need for plan direction aimed at historic and contemporary cultural 
uses, including both economic and non-economic use for tribes, other indigenous 
communities not considered under tribal relations (i.e. Spanish and Mexican 
Community Land Grant settlements), and historic Hispanic and Anglo 
communities.” (Individual) 
 

Final Need-for-Change Statements 
 

1. There is a need for plan direction to stabilize, preserve, interpret, and protect historic and 
sensitive properties, (e.g., archaeological sites, historic structures, and traditional cultural 
properties). 

2. There is a need for plan direction that recognizes the inherent value and preservation of 
Native American traditional cultural properties and sacred sites, as well as non-Native 
American traditional cultural properties, while maintaining the anonymity of such sites 
where appropriate. 
 

Traditional and Cultural Ways of Life 
 
Some public comments addressed the need to recognize and protect areas of particular 
significance with respect to cultural resources which is addressed in NFC statement numbers 1 
and 2 in the Cultural Resources section. 
 
Historic and contemporary cultural uses were a common theme of public comment and are 
addressed in NFC statement number 1 in the Traditional and Cultural Ways of Life section. 
 
Comments about how traditional and cultural ways of life should be addressed in NFC 
statements include: 

 
• “There is a need for water protection while allowing for traditional and historic uses like 

acequias.” (Santa Fe) 
• “Respect historical cultural uses” (Coyote) 
• “There is a need for plan direction aimed at historic and contemporary cultural uses, 

including both economic and non---economic use for tribes, other indigenous 
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communities not considered under tribal relations (i.e. Spanish and Mexican Community 
Land Grant settlements), and historic Hispanic and Anglo communities.” (Individual) 

 
Final Need-for-Change Statements 

 
1. There is a need for plan direction that recognizes the deep and historic ties between 

nearby populations and the forest and that aims to protect historic and contemporary 
cultural uses, including both economic and non-economic uses for tribes and traditional 
communities not considered under tribal relations (e.g., traditional Hispanic and Anglo 
communities). 
 

Areas of Tribal Importance 
 
Many tribal concerns align with input received from the general public (see below in the “Tribal 
Engagement during First Phase of Plan Revision Process” section). Tribes also expressed the 
desire for continued positive relationships and expanded partnerships with the SFNF, as well as 
face-to-face opportunities that go beyond formal consultation. Concerns were expressed around 
trespassing cattle belonging to Forest Service permittees and its impacts to riparian areas on tribal 
lands, the protection of sacred sites, access to deal with fire, economic development, and issues 
associated with poaching and road usage. Many tribes expressed a strong desire for shared 
stewardship of National Forest System lands. Specific input received from the tribes was 
incorporated into the Assessment and can be found in Volume 1, Chapter 2: Assessing Areas of 
Tribal Importance under the heading “Input Received from Public Meetings”. 
 
The need for strong communication and partnerships between the SFNF and tribes and pueblos 
was a common public comment and is addressed in NFC statement number 1 in the Areas of 
Tribal Importance section as well as NFC statement number 1 in the Relationships and Partners 
section. 
 
Comments about how tribal relations should be addressed in NFC statements include: 
 

• “Need for shared stewardships with tribes and pueblos.” (Albuquerque - Tribal) 
• “Want to work on and establish shared stewardship.” (Española – Tribal) 
• “There is a need for tribal leaders to regularly meet with forest leadership.” (Albuquerque 

– Tribal) 
 
Final Need-for-Change Statements 

 
1. There is a need for management approaches that include opportunities for integrating forest 

management with tribal needs through shared stewardship to address threats to adjacent 
tribal resources (e.g., through the Tribal Forest Protection Act (TFPA) of 2004), to meet 
common objectives identified in tribal and pueblo land management plans, and to utilize an 
“all lands” approach to resources management. 
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Extractive Multiple Uses 
 
Many comments on extractive multiple uses focused on multiple uses, environmental impacts, 
and the effects on local economies which are addressed in NFC statement number 1, 2, and 3 in 
the Extractive Multiple Uses section. 
 
Comments about how extractive multiple uses should be addressed in NFC statements include: 

 
• “Preliminary NFC Statement: ‘There is a need for desired conditions that provide a variety 

of forest products used by commercial, noncommercial, tribal, and land grant use.’ 
Request this NFC Statement be changed to also include management direction in the 
forest plan, not solely desired conditions, for removal of forest products.” (Individual) 

• “More access for wood products, reduce density, balancing road use – All this is a change 
in management approach” (Abiquiu) 

 
Final Need-for-Change Statements 

 
1. There is a need for plan direction that provides for the use of a variety of forest products 

by commercial, noncommercial, tribal, and land grant users. 
2. There is a need for plan direction that allows for flexible size criteria regarding timber 

extraction to balance desired conditions and the ability to provide economically viable 
forest products. 

3. NEW - There is a need for plan direction regarding traditional and alternative energy 
sources (e.g., oil, gas, geothermal, wind, solar, biomass, etc.) that balances demand with 
natural resource impacts. 

 
What’s next for Forest Plan Revision? 
 
The Santa Fe National Forest (SFNF) completed the first phase of the Forest Plan Revision process 
as required by the USDA Forest Service’s 2012 Planning Rule (36 CFR 219) in June 2016 with 
publication of the Final Assessment Report. Publication of the Final Assessment Report coincided with 
the publication of the Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register. The NOI formally opened the 
NEPA scoping period, giving the public an opportunity to comment on the revised NFC 
statements, which reflect the specific areas where the revised plan should be different from our 
current 1987 Forest Plan. A copy of the Federal Register NOI can be found on our website 
(www.fs.usda.gov/goto/santafeforestplan and select “Forest Plan Documents”). Scoping involves 
an open process for determining the breadth of issues to be addressed during the development of 
the revised plan. This ensures the environmental analysis of the plan and alternatives covers the 
issues important to affected stakeholders and interested parties. The NEPA process will inform 
the Forest Supervisor so he or she can decide which alternative best maintains and restores 
terrestrial and aquatic resources while providing ecosystem services and multiple uses on the 
SFNF. 
 

http://www.fs.usda.gov/goto/santafeforestplan
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The Santa Fe NF currently hopes to release a draft forest plan and associated DEIS in early 2019 
followed by a formal 90 day comment period. The Final EIS (FEIS) is expected a year later and the 
Record of Decision (ROD) would be signed after the objection period. 
 
The SFNF remains committed to ensuring that suggestions and concerns from all stakeholders are 
addressed and reflected in the decision-making process. Public involvement helps us make better 
decisions, produces better results, and builds trust with surrounding communities. The SFNF 
looks forward to many more opportunities for affected stakeholders and local community 
members, as well as local, state, and federal agencies, and tribal governments, to engage with us 
during the remainder of Forest Plan Revision. 
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Appendix C 
 
Here are the common types of responses that may have applied to your recommendation. 
 

1. Concur, and amended NFC statement number ___ in the ___ section to include the 
intent of this recommendation. 

a. Concur, and created NFC statement in the ___ section to include the intent of the 
recommendation. 

2. Concur, with the intent of this recommendation which is already captured in NFC 
statement in the ___ section. 

a. The intent of this recommendation is already addressed by the following law, 
regulation, or policy ___. 

3. This recommendation may be considered in Phase 2 (Revision) of the Forest Plan 
Revision process but is not applicable to Phase 1 (the Assessment). 

4. Recommendation is not within the parameters of Forest Plan Revision because: 
a. Recommendation is in contradiction to the following law, regulation, or policy 

___. 
b. Recommendation is or could be covered by project-specific NEPA analysis. 
c. Recommendation is or could be covered by annual operations and maintenance. 

5. Not a NFC statement because it does not recommend a need to change the current 1987 
plan. 

6. We have reviewed this recommendation and, based on the findings in our Assessment, 
have come to the following conclusion___. 

 

Appendix D 
 

The Santa Fe NF response to NFC comments is available as an appendix (Appendix D) to this 
document on the Forest Plan Revision Documents website: 

• https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/santafe/landmanagement/planning/?cid=stelprd3791614 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/santafe/landmanagement/planning/?cid=stelprd3791614
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