
Plan Revision Public Meeting in North Charleston  

23 September 2014 

• Improve what we have, don’t focus on new  
• Think proposed plan hits the main themes  
• Community Wildfire Protection Plans: how do you locate funding 

for private land owners 
• Restoring longleaf pine forest- effective on quail population  
• Human impact to the wildlife in the coastal recreation zones  
• Signage for trails rules are important  
• Jurisdictions can make trees protected trees 
• Need to acknowledge urban growth problems  
• It is not our role to give Tom, Dick and Harry a good time, but to 

provide the best long term management of resources  
• Hikers may need to pay a fee like OHV and others users 
• Recreation zone: confusing with hunting zones /WMA’s 

 Might want to look at combining  
• Ponds could use improvements, not designed for fishing 
• Don’t agree urban interface is biggest problem; think things that  

would side track plans like local politics are biggest problem 
• Roadways should only be mowed in Jan & Feb to minimize Non-

native invasive species spread. 
• Community Wildfire Protection Plans are excellent way to deal 

with fire risk 
• Biggest threat is “Urban Growth”.  Should have minimum 1000m 

buffer zones (buffer zones) 
• Timber harvest Question  
• How much timber is harvested? 
• What % of the funds is used per resource area? 



• Dirt/sand mining negative impacts  
• New urban growth models 

  update the data 
• Long-term benefits of risk/species vs short-term 
• Urban growth boundary could change   
• Get involved with planning commissions  
• Trails needing work maintenance  

o Instead of making “new”, spending $ on improving existing 
• Recreation use vs hunting use 

o Need a plan to manage these uses   
• Road Maintenance  

o Improper grading  
o Lack of funding  

• Eliminate plantation loblolly from the forest 
• Greatest threat to resources “Human and Natural” is fire 

suppression   

 



































October 1, 2014 

To:  Mary Morrison, Forest Planner/Project Lead (USFS) 

CC:  J.R. “Red” Anderson (USFS), Robbin Cooper (USFS), Mark Danaher (USFS), Joe Robles (USFS), 
Brian Schaffler (USFS) 

From:  Charleston County Park and Recreation Commission, Planning and Resource Management 
Division 

Re:  Francis Marion National Forest Management Plan Revisions 

Please find below, formal comments submitted by the Planning and Resource Management Division of 
the Charleston County Park and Recreation Commission (CCPRC). Comments pertain to the breadth of 
the presentation topics per the USDA Forest Service’s September 23, 2014 public stakeholder meeting. 
As such, please forward these comments as-applicable to the authors of their respective sections. 

 

Threatened and Endangered (TE) species face two significant challenges in our region: (1) 
urban/suburban development with its resulting fragmented habitats, and (2) fire suppression at the 
Wildland-Urban Interface (WUI). CCPRC is very aware of both these factors, and supports the re-
establishment of TE species wherever site conditions allow, understanding the challenges presented at 
the WUI. We also understand there are benefits and potential consequences associated with the use of 
prescribed fire at the WUI, but the reduced wildfire hazard and habitat benefits far outweigh the 
negatives. 

 

We approve of your approach for restoring both longleaf pine and forested wetlands. We understand 
that all restoration opportunities will be evaluated on a project-by-project basis within the context of 
the surrounding landscape.  

 

Per our first response (above), we understand the risks of owning property within the WUI. As such, we 
are working with the USFS toward development of Community Wildfire Protection Plans (CWPPs). These 
agreements between public agencies, NGOs, and local homeowners, HOAs, and municipalities is 



imperative for their success, as they demonstrate the community’s awareness that natural areas need 
limited to substantial management activity depending on their vulnerability to wildfire. 

In areas like Cainhoy, which is among the most biodiverse parts of the Francis Marion, the USFS should 
be proactively involved in discussions with municipalities and developers, and should identify 
mechanisms for the perpetual use of prescribed fire in these areas. The threats of wildfire in these areas 
are very real; especially with the suppression of prescribed fire and the accumulation of woody fuels. For 
the benefit of the public, we may further our mutual causes to practice prescribed burning with 
regularity at the WUI. USFS (and state and local agencies) should set an example for good fire planning 
at the WUI. 

 

The “emphases” of the recreation zones are excellent. Some ideas to develop much the suitability are 
included in Chapter One of CCPRC’s Natural Resource Management Plan (NRMP) (attached). Specifically, 
see the section about “Stewardship Zones”. These may be a way to further analyze the recreation zones 
for site suitability. 

Stewardship Zones include: 
- Activity Zone (intensive use – structures, roads, etc.) 
- Conservation Zone (moderate intensity of use – trails, boardwalks, signage, active land 

management, etc.) 
- Preservation Zone (low intensity of use – some opportunity for trails; management limited to 

resource enhancement) 
- Maritime Zone 
- Significant Feature Overlay 
- Cultural Resource Overlay 

Refer to Chapter One of CCPRC NRMP for more detailed definitions. The benefit of USFS assigning these 
Stewardship Zones to the Francis Marion recreation zones is that, because of USFS’ extensive geospatial 
data inventory, zones can be modeled and/or assigned at a coarse scale, well before a specific 
improvement project is introduced. The zones can also help to inform planners during the design 
development phase. 
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