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PLR40.
Naropa University, Department of Writing and Poetics

Th Jack Kerouac School of Disembodied Poetics

2130 Arapahoe Avenue · Boulder, Colorado 80302
303-546-3508 · Fax 303-546-5297

Prof. Andrew Schelling

Planning Rule NOI Comments
PO Box 162969

Sacramento, CA 95816-2969 í. RliCEIVED JUN 05 100

May 30, 2007

Dear Sirs,

I'm writing with regard to National Forest zoning and planning regulations. I spend a great deal of
time in Colorado's National Forests, in particular I own a cabin adjacent to the Indian Peaks
Wilderness area, surrounded by National Forest. This is an area with high recreation use by hikers,
hunters, skiers, snowshoers, students of natural history, and so forth - and I use the forest for all
these purposes.

The most important resource in the forest is its wildlife. That it provides habitat for elk, deer, pine
marten, cougar, red fox, many species of birds, beaver, and possibly lynx, gives us in the United
States a land and an identity no other country holds. Additionally, these mountains are where our
clean water, good air, and sense of open possibility come from. Above my cabin archaeologists
have found artifacts and once-inhabited sites that go back as much as 8000 years. These kind of
resources are precious. I lead students up into the heights for purposes of study and writing at
times, and I brought up my daughter to camp, cook over open fires, ride horseback, and shooi a
gun. Undeveloped wilderness is the only place we can pursue these activities.

When you draw up regulations for forest planning, it is imperative that you ensure the protection
of wildlife habitat (this means adequate ranges for wild animals, covering significant areas for top-
of-the-food-chain predators). Equally important is the maintenance of air quality, water
cleanliness, quality of soil, and the protection of undeveloped areas for primitive recreation. Any
use of the forests should require careful planning, which is guided by carefully laid out standards
concerning land use.

The planning regulations developed in 1979, and altered slightly in 1982, seem the best we
Americans have developed. One regulation insisted that national forests monitor wildlife
populations, with the goal of maintaining long-term v iability of all vertebrate populations. Please
use those 1982 standards as a template. The Bush Administrations effort to overturn those with
vague standards in 2005 will lead to the swift erosion of all that we Americans hold precious about
our forests, our wildlife, and our resources. Do not permit those 2005 regulations to go into effect,
in any manner. They will end our American way of life by damaging our wild lands, and
potentially wiping out habitat of wildlife, good air and water.

Thank you for your attention. It is clear not only our forests but our way of life is being
undermined by the push to permit drilling, mining, development of roads, and so forth. please do
not cave in to the demands of special interest lobbies that wanl quick profit, at the expense of our
lands and our children's lands !

AJ ~~~~ ~
And"w S,hdling " L
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PLR41.

30 May 2007

Planning Rule NOI Comments
P.O. Box 162969
Sacramento, CA 95816-2969

11 R!Ë:tEIVED JUN 05 2007

Re - National Forest System Land Management Planning Draft Environmental
Impact Statement Scoping Comments (Federal Reg. notice 72(91):26775-26776)

Dear Planning Rule Team:

Thank you for providing an opportunity to provide comments regarding the proposed
National Forest Planning System land management planning rule. I am a private citizen,
a frequent user of national forest lands and have no financial interests that would be
impacted directly by any USDA decisions.

National forest planning is of vital interest and importance to me because the long-term
health and management of these lands directly impacts my personal comfort, welfare and
security. Living in close proximity to the Tonto National Forest and witnessing the
devastation of the almost quarter milion acre 2005 Cave Creek Complex fire
demonstrated to me that proactive management of our forests focused on the principles of
conservation and sustainability is essential to safeguard the health and economic vitality
of entire regions.

I request that the following issues be analyzed in the draft environmental impact
statement:

The direct and indirect economic benefits and environmental services we obtain from our
forests ultimately reflect the underlying ecological vigor that management policies
establish and defend. Consequently, developing plans consistent with the "best
available science" is vital and the new draft should analyze ways to mandate and
document these efforts and incorporate the acquired knowledge into meaningful
actions. The 2005 rule promoted this idea, but fell short on implementation by requiring
only that such information be "taken into account" and/or "considered". Given the intent
to create strategic rules, providing some specific structure regarding this facet of planning
would be beneficiaL.

Incorporating the best available science into plans cannot be accomplished in a single
episode undertaken at the outset of the process. Strategies to ensure that best available

science inputs occur and are evaluated periodically throughout the plan lifetime
should be analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement. The 2006
publication by D. C. Donato et aI., "Post Wildfire Logging Hinders Regeneration and
Increases Fire Risk" (Science 311:352), generated immediate controversy (discussed in
another article written by Erik Stokstad, Science 311:761). This situation not only
reveals the extreme challenge forging a scientific consensus sometimes represents, but



also ilustrates clearly that the initial best available science review should only be
considered a rational starting point for a process that continues over the entire life of the
plan. A means to allow planners the flexibilty to consider the full range of
information available, including even contradictory studies, synthesize one or
perhaps several approaches to issues that wil be subjected to frequent on-the-
ground outcomes evaluation and validation in an adaptive management framework
should be analyzed in the draft statement. Clearly, plans cannot and should not

necessarily change with the publication of every new study, but rules that char a course
empowering managers to systematically evaluate and incorporate new information stand
a far greater chance of attaining desired future conditions.

Climate conditions and patterns are changing and plans should accordingly include
projections of anticipated impacts as well as prescribe methods and strategies to
assess the pace and on-the-ground consequences of emerging climate changes.
While individual forest plans must necessarly focus down to the local level, the draft
plan should establish mechanisms to ensure managers undertake actions in accord
with the overall regional or national strategic context.

Assuming that the new rules wil retain a commitment to employ adaptive management
principles, the new draft should analyze provisions for monitoring and assessments
and consider a feedback mechanism that ensures new information regarding
conditions, departures from expectations, action failures, etc., are transformed into
institutional knowledge and effective operational responses. This is not a demand for

an enormously detailed plan of action, but rather a request that new rules establish some
general and uniform guidelines for monitoring and assessments frequencies and
information flow. Leaving such activities entirely discretionary could result in plans
where monitoring is sporadic, perhaps even random, and potential opportunities to
improve operations are not recognized or squandered.

Thank for you considering my comments and your efforts on behalf of our national
forests.

Sincerely,

JAfl
Tyler Kokjohn
4040 W. El Cortez Trail
Glendale, AZ 85310
(623) 572-3225
tkokjo (f midwestern.edu
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