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What are the key criteria you would use to make your decision?
What are the important benefits or consequences in the six alternatives that are under consideration and how would these affect your decision?

Group 1
· Wildlife and habitat – Do what’s best for hunting and fishing
· Health of forest and health of people – neighbors and drinking water;  reduce access (poaching)

· Law enforcement- need to increase currently no even at minimum level

· Wildlife habitat – more management to increase habitat variety (fire and timber), early successional habitat well distributed  and in smaller units

· Maintaining oak forest.  Fire to enhance regeneration potential, oaks important to wildlife

· Large, unmanaged acreage of forest (200,000 ac); permanent protection to avoid possible future threats

· Allow wildfires to burn natural where not threat to humans

· Non-motorized trails – guide permitting increase dispersed recreation opportunities
· Ditto above with horses
· Ability to maintain trails with mechanical equipment

· OHV routes designated – Alt A to avoid future closure of OHV trails – Plan designation

· Water quality – human use (potable water) Forest is the filter for water; management prescription for source watersheds are a benefit

· Unsuitable for Marcellus chale; Alts C and E (maybe); moratorium idea could be acceptable

· Marcellus should not be allowed at all; water quality-potable water

· Would like to see ½ mile set back from roads to allow habitat management as relates to wilderness/roadless

· Streams protected by Jefferson standards; protection of streams with riparian buffers

· No wind – National Forest not appropriate; migratory birds, bats, habitat fragmentation

· More access/roads – public access for habitat and timber; drive/closed seasonally

· Against wind – cumulative impacts on bats with white-nosed syndrome could result in explosion of insect pests and effects on agricultural crops
· 30% of Forest in 0-40 years old; wildlife diversity avoid large blocks of monoculture

· Protect our national natural resources through no active management 

· Reduce consumptive uses to help protect national forest

· Allow wind power with adequate protections and to increase multiple use

· As much early successional habitat as wildereness

· Other protections NSA’s, 13U’s, etc. to predetermine long term control over development while allowing some recreation management

· Increase ability to make decisions faster to respond to catastrophic environmental concerns

· IRA management under 2001 rule and PWA’s unmanaged to increase remote undeveloped acreage – same and roadless rule

Group 2

· Well rounded criteria to reflect diversified uses

· Not allow hydrofracking until we better understand the science

· Early successional habitat and its distribution

· How much forest is suitable for managing habitat

· Forest health should be first priority (not nec. balance all)

· Level of management

· Suggestions from public that have a lot of diverse support

· Pick the best from each, not just by the established 6 alternatives

· Science based with future forest health long term stewardship and resiliency

· Use ecological sustainability analysis

· Forest not viewed as an island but part of an ecological region

· Consequences of alternatives:

· Some alternatives don’t have science base

· Too much and over regulation of planning on areas already protected (i.e. water)

· Of the different designations affect of recreation 

· Different designations have on ecological  systems and management

· If not sure about consequences, don’t go forward with that

· Short term profit of a few should not be put ahead of long term health 

· Protect land until know consequences

· “First do no harm”

· Use “precautionary principle” included in all science based analysis – should be primary

· Consider wildlife management needs

· Precautionary principle needs to be integrated into science and management

· Look at long term outlook at everything we do

· Consequences of permanent designation

· Resources should be available to a diverse interests

· “Land of many uses”

· Economic values should be low priority

· Intrinsic value (social, economic) for county – keep it that way

· Preserve the commons (value of ecosystem services)

· Resiliency of renewable resources

· Management choices should be guided by ecological health to sustain over long term

Group 3
· Drinking water – fits well for multi-uses of the forest – rec, scenic areas
· Which watersheds are identified as priority watersheds and why, what are management objectives for those watersheds

· Ecological sustainability Evaluation criteria should arise out of this analysis; science based approach to determining management 

· Show how each alternative incorporated the Ecological Sustainability Evaluation

· Preserve access of all current users of single track trails network, within larger sense of conserving the wild character of the landscape

· Provide more balance of access, including OHV, motorized trails; Provide connectivity and loops; Manage OHV trails

· Concern with hyrdorfracking and other drilling operations; potential disaster; incompatible with tourism; disaster in flood; reduction of fossil fuels; add to problems with global warming

· Access to fishing streams

· Alt C – Too extreme; need more realistic approach to wilderness – somewhere between Alts C and B

· Continue mountain biking opportunities and keep door open for future opportunities (Elliott Knob, Crawford Mountain, Jerkemtight); preserve opportunities for backcountry trails

· Provide more balance regarding age classes, openings; now it seems overmature; varying age classes improve wildlife habitat

· There are many non-game species that require/need conservation help

· More IRAs given permanent protection as Wilderness or NSA; bring up to % of other National Forests; we have sensitive resources and increased demand for recreation (about 17-18%)

· Instead of using major MIS, monitor habitats that increase over life of plan; need diverse forest age classes; make the early successional habitat the model and monitoring norm, rather than the MIS – major MIS will always be monitored through same process

· Diversity is needed for wildlife; we weren’t able to implement/achieve management goals of current plan; we need to have the tools, resources to implement the plan

· Need to continue to monitor species populations to make sure we’re meeting viability objectives, goals; need some MIS that are biologically relevant

· Provide late successional/mature forests; many species need late successional habitat and GWNF is only place of this forest type; migratory birds, cerulean warblers, amphibians, salamanders require most areas, not early successional habitat; IRAs can provide these mature forests

· Don’t put more land into prescription areas that are not actively managed

· Can probably find a balance for remote habitat, recreation, early successional habitat, etc; hot topics are gas/oil drilling and wind

· Lot of data exists on hydrofracking and wind – PA, NY (Delaware Water Gap)and WV

· Look at bits and pieces of all alternatives rather than choosing one.

Group 4
· Met the law – Multiple Use Sustained Yield

· No horizontal drilling

· See the stipulations and standards and leass in writing related to horizontal drilling and followup monitoring, include testing, research and studies

· Moratorium date in writing

· Watershed protection – very specific standards/conditions, exclusion areas (wilderness, with no drilling)

· Privately owned mineral rights – what can we have control on?

· What do current gas leases cover with respect to horizontal drilling?

· Overall forest health – especially in respect to gypsy moth, amount of regeneration

· Setting aside and protection for endangered species

· Limiting logging and road construction and increase wilderness – most natural processes

· More areas opened up for wind power

· Social needs – local jobs, local recreation, use for developed and dispersed use

· Mosaic of ages – seek most diversity

· Large blocks of habitat, roadless areas – 2 large old growth areas in Alleghany County; protect these large blocks

· Shenandoah Mountain – unique in eastern U.S.  Alt F does good job to protect – permanent protection is important 

· Science-based ecological system needs for species viability and restoration

· Scope of all extraction activities (infrastructure/roads, pumping stations, pads, distribution lines) associated with wind, gas, etc.

· Water Quality effects from roads within remote areas, drinking water watersheds

· Management of brook trout streams

· Maintain trail systems particularly long loop systems

· Need more studies before wind or hydrofracking is allowed

· Comprehensive plan to address effects of climate change

· It is a National Forest – keep it pristine, less development (roads, gas, timber) – examine effects on current road use if more development is allowed

· Climate change – identify vulnerable systems; how vulnerable they are, how long will take to see effects;  analyze ability of the forest to sequester carbon

· Alt C too negative in effects on trails and maintenance and Alt D has too much weight on extraction (effects from)

· Alt C great for natural processes and wilderness (there isn’t much on private lands), but hard to manage for diversity of species and hard to maintain trails

· Alt D provides best wildlife benefits and recreation opportunities for wide range (Alt C least amount of recreation opportunities)

· Alt D – not in favor of amount of wind and hydrofracking allowed (prefer no wind and hydrofracking at all)

· Alt C – also Alt like C that has Shenandoah Mountain proposal and more mountain biking allowed in areas, more ecological restoration, wildlife openings, hunter access

· Ground disturbance related standards should be same or stronger than Jefferson Plan standards; especially stronger standards for water quality

· Alt E- like core areas, no wind, no horizontal drilling, fire restoration, aquatic systems, low timber harvest

· Alt C- planet friendly and taxpayer friendly (limit roads, timber)

· Alt D – keep trails open, good access, less wilderness (don’t know what will happen in the future), more timber and fire

· Like alternatives with more wilderness for better trail experience, habitat for some species

· Alt B and D are essential for forest health – get age mosaic back

