
                                                                                    1019 Meadow Lane Ave. 

                 Cody, WY  82414 

                 March 26, 2014 

 

Re:  Objection to the revised Forest Plan for the Shoshone National Forest 

 

Reviewing Officer for  

Thomas Tidwell, Chief of the Forest Service 

Attn:  EMC-Administrative Reviews 

1400 Independence Avenue SW, Mailstop 1104 

Washington, DC  20250-1104 

 

Dear U.S. Forest Service Chief Thomas Tidwell: 

 

 I am writing to object to some details in the proposed Draft Decision and FEIS 

of the forest plan for the Shoshone National Forest.  I will preface my objections 

by first stating that I believe that, in general, the revised forest plan has been 

carefully written and should be an excellent plan for managing the Shoshone 

National Forest for at least the next fifteen years.  I especially agree with the 

stated primary objective of the Plan is to enhance and maintain the wild, non-

motorized backcountry character of the Shoshone.  I have personally enjoyed 

many, indeed most, of the remote backcountry areas of the Shoshone National 

Forest, traveling on foot or by horseback, during the course of the 70 years of my 

life.  I would hope that future generations can be afforded the opportunity for a 

similar experience. 

 I believe that the plan, as written, fails to protect some wild, roadless areas on 

the Wood River and in the Franc’s Peak area.  These areas should be protected.  

This can be done by designating them as non-motorized use areas.   Areas that 

are currently designated as “Roadless” should remain so. 

  Secondly, I believe it is a mistake to drop four potential new “wilderness areas” 

from that category to the less protective status of simply general backcountry 

forest.  As a life-long recreationist and as a former outfitter on the Shoshone and 

in adjoining Yellowstone National Park, I appreciate the protection of the 

backcountry that is afforded “wilderness” status.  I suggest continuing to classify 

Franc’s Peak, Wood River, Trout Creek, and the Dunoir Special Management 

Unit as potential wilderness areas with the hope of changing that status to 

“Wilderness” by a future act of Congress. 

  Finally, in the Dunoir Special Management Unit, the proposed plan has it 

mostly right, but the concession to allow a 6.8 mile section of the trail in the 

Dunoir for mountain bike use is inconsistent.  That concession should be deleted 

from the plan.  

  Thank you for your time and attention to these suggestions. 

                                                            Sincerely yours, 

             Marshall Dominick 


