COR151.

From: The Wilderness Society [action@tws.org] on behalf of George Loveday
[atharmony@sbbmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2011 9:23 PM

To: COcomments

Subject: | support strong protections for Colorado's Roadless Areas

Jun 9, 2011

Forest Service Comment Team Forest Service Comment Team Colorado Roadless Rule/EIS P.0O. Box
1919 Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Forest Service Comment Team Comment Team,

Please accept these written comments on the proposed rule for Colorado's roadless national
forests. I urge the Forest Service to ensure that any rule be at least as protective as the
National 2001 Roadless Rule, which the Obama administration has supported and defended in

federal court.

To ensure that Colorado's valuable wild lands receive the level of protection they deserve, a
final Colorado Rule must be significantly improved in the following ways:

1) 0il and Gas Leases: The proposed Colorado Rule would allow development to go forward on
approximately 160 new oil and gas leases in some of Colorado's best backcountry. These "gap
leases”

were illegally issued by the Bush administration after the Roadless Rule was adopted in 2601.
THIS IS ABSOLUTELY RIDICULOUS! Any Colorado Rule must be accompanied by an agreement that
applies "no-surface occupancy"” requirements for the approximately 100 oil and gas gap leases,
or other guarantees that the affected roadless areas are never damaged. Also, the Colorado
rule must provide for "no-surface occupancy” on all new o0il and gas leases on all Forest
Service roadless lands.

2) Logging: The proposed Colorado Rule contains an overly-broad definition of "at-risk
community."” The rule's proposed list includes more than 340 so-called "communities," some of
which are not even located on current State maps and may no longer be inhabited. This
definition of at-risk communities needs to be tightened to focus logging exemptions only

where needed.

3) Linear Construction Zones: I disagree with the draft Colorado Rule's allowance of road
building (euphemistically called "linear construction zones") for new developments. New roads
of any type should not be allowed to access or develop future water facilities, nor should
the "linear construction zones" be expanded to permit new transmission, utility, and
telecommunication lines. Any construction corridors on roadless forests must be limited to
existing rights-of-way.

4) Upper Tier Roadless Area Protection: Upper tier protections for roadless lands must be
expanded and strengthened. The draft Colorado Rule provides enhanced "upper tier" protection
for only 13% of Colorado roadless areas, despite the fact that well over half are known to
provide exceptional wildlife habitat, important sources of clean drinking water for millions
of downstream Americans, or unique and outstanding recreational opportunities. Further,
loopholes put even the few "upper tier" roadless areas at risk from oil and gas development,
pipelines, and transmission lines. A final Colorado Rule should ensure that all "upper tier"
lands and other roadless lands have strict No Surface Occupancy stipulations to protect the
entire roadless area from any future oil and gas leasing and development. These areas must
not permit the use of "linear construction zones" to facilitate pipelines, transmission
lines, or telecommunication facilities.
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From: The Wilderness Society [action@tws.org] on behalf of Kimberly Kurcab [waves876
@hotmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, June 11, 2011 11:02 AM

To: COcomments

Subject: | support strong protections for Colorado's Roadless Areas

Jun 11, 2011

Forest Service Comment Team Forest Service Comment Team Colorado Roadless Rule/EIS P.0O. Box
1919 Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Forest Service Comment Team Comment Team,

I am a native Coloradan with an immense love and respect for the natural environment. I
developed that at a young age because of growing up in Colorado. It is what make our state

great and brings in the tourist dollars. Please don't weaken protections for our forests! |

Please accept these written comments on the proposed rule for Colorado's roadless national
forests. I urge the Forest Service to ensure that any rule be at least as protective as the
National 2001 Roadless Rule, which the Obama administration has supported and defended in
federal court.

To ensure that Colorado's valuable wild lands receive the level of protection they deserve, a
final Colorado Rule must be significantly improved in the following ways:

1) 0il and Gas Leases: The proposed Colorado Rule would allow development to go forward on
approximately 100 new oil and gas leases in some of Colorado's best backcountry. These "gap
leases”

were illegally issued by the Bush administration after the Roadless Rule was adopted in 2001.
Any Colorado Rule must be accompanied by an agreement that applies "no-surface occupancy”
requirements for the approximately 160 oil and gas gap leases, or other guarantees that the

affected roadless areas are never damaged. Also, the Colorado rule must provide for "no-
surface occupancy” on all new oil and gas leases on all Forest Service roadless lands.

2) Logging: The proposed Colorado Rule contains an overly-broad definition of "at-risk
community."” The rule's proposed list includes more than 340 so-called "communities," some of
which are not even located on current State maps and may no longer be inhabited. This
definition of at-risk communities needs to be tightened to focus logging exemptions only
where needed.

3) Linear Construction Zones: I disagree with the draft Colorado Rule's allowance of road
building (euphemistically called "linear construction zones") for new developments. New roads
of any type should not be allowed to access or develop future water facilities, nor should
the "linear construction zones" be expanded to permit new transmission, utility, and
telecommunication lines. Any construction corridors on roadless forests must be limited to

existing rights-of-way.

4) Upper Tier Roadless Area Protection: Upper tier protections for roadless lands must be
expanded and strengthened. The draft Colorado Rule provides enhanced "upper tier" protection
for only 13% of Colorado roadless areas, despite the fact that well over half are known to
provide exceptional wildlife habitat, important sources of clean drinking water for millions
of downstream Americans, or unique and outstanding recreational opportunities. Further,
loopholes put even the few "upper tier” roadless areas at risk from oil and gas development,
pipelines, and transmission lines. A final Colorado Rule should ensure that all "upper tier"
lands and other roadless lands have strict No Surface Occupancy stipulations to protect the





















COR15s,

From: The Wilderness Society [action@tws.org] on behalf of Jimmy Carrell [jcarrcat@aol.com]
Sent: Saturday, June 11, 2011 3:32 PM

To: COcomments

Subject: | support strong protections for Colorado's Roadless Areas

Jun 11, 2011

Forest Service Comment Team Forest Service Comment Team Colorado Roadless Rule/EIS P.0. Box
1919 Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Forest Service Comment Team Comment Team,

"Unique circumstances" (Summary p. 5) seems to be the euphemism 'du jour' for situational
politics, and as such should not be considered in rule making regarding the unique
characteristics of RAs.

As example communication towers and lines significantly devalue wilderness areas as I have
observed in some of Colorado's national forests and in some of our national parks.

Accordingly. please accept these written comments on the proposed rule for Colorado's
roadless national forests. I urge the Forest Service to ensure that any rule be at least as
protective as the National 2001 Roadless Rule, which the Obama administration has supported
and defended in federal court.

To ensure that Colorado's valuable and unique wild lands receive the level of protection they
deserve, a final Colorado Rule must be significantly improved. in the following ways:

1) 0il and Gas Leases: The proposed Colorado Rule would allow development to go forward on
approximately 100 new o0il and gas leases in some of Colorado's best backcountry. These "gap
leases”

were illegally issued by the Bush administration after the Roadless Rule was adopted in 2001.
Any Colorado Rule must be accompanied by an agreement that applies "no-surface occupancy”
requirements for the approximately 100 oil and gas gap leases, or other guarantees that the

affected roadless areas are never damaged. Also, the Colorado rule must provide for "no-
surface occupancy” on all new oil and gas leases on all Forest Service roadless 1lands.

2) Logging: The proposed Colorado Rule contains an overly-broad definition of "at-risk
community.” The rule's proposed list includes more than 340 so-called "communities,” some of
which are not even located on current State maps and may no longer be inhabited. This
definition of at-risk communities needs to be tightened to focus logging exemptions only
where needed.

3) Linear Construction Zones: I disagree with the draft Colorado Rule's allowance of road
building (euphemistically called "linear construction zones") for new developments. New roads
of any type should not be allowed to access or develop future water facilities, nor should
the "linear construction zones" be expanded to permit new transmission, utility, and
telecommunication lines. Any construction corridors on roadless forests must be limited to
existing rights-of-way.

4) Upper Tier Roadless Area Protection: Upper tier protections for roadless lands must be
expanded and strengthened. The draft Colorado Rule provides enhanced "upper tier" protection
for only 13% of Colorado roadless areas, despite the fact that well over half are known to
provide exceptional wildlife habitat, important sources of clean drinking water for millions
of downstream Americans, or unique and outstanding recreational opportunities. Further,
loopholes put even the few "upper tier” roadless areas at risk from oil and gas development,
pipelines, and transmission lines. A final Colorado Rule should ensure that all "upper tier"
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From: The Wilderness Society [action@tws.org] on behalf of Robert Shalit [rshalit@ne.rr.com]
Sent: Friday, June 10, 2011 7:24 AM

To: COcomments

Subject: | support strong protections for Colorado's Roadless Areas

Jun 10, 2011

Forest Service Comment Team Forest Service Comment Team Colorado Roadless Rule/EIS P.O. Box
1919 Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Forest Service Comment Team Comment Team,

Please accept these written comments on the proposed rule for Colorado's roadless national
forests. I urge the Forest Service to ensure that any rule be at least as protective as the
National 2001 Roadless Rule, which the Obama administration has supported and defended in

federal court.

To ensure that Colorado's valuable wild lands receive the level of protection they deserve, a
final Colorado Rule must be significantly improved in the following ways:

1) 0il and Gas Leases: The proposed Colorado Rule would allow development to go forward on
approximately 100 new oil and gas leases in some of Colorado's best backcountry. These "gap
leases”

were illegally issued by the Bush administration after the Roadless Rule was adopted in 2001.
Any Colorado Rule must be accompanied by an agreement that applies "no-surface occupancy"
requirements for the approximately 100 oil and gas gap leases, or other guarantees that the

affected roadless areas are never damaged. Also, the Colorado rule must provide for "no-
surface occupancy” on all new o0il and gas leases on all Forest Service roadless lands.

2) Logging: The proposed Colorado Rule contains an overly-broad definition of "at-risk
community."” The rule's proposed list includes more than 34@ so-called "communities,” some of
which are not even located on current State maps and may no longer be inhabited. This
definition of at-risk communities needs to be tightened to focus logging exemptions only
where needed.

3) Linear Construction Zones: I disagree with the draft Colorado Rule's allowance of road
building (euphemistically called "linear construction zones") for new developments. New roads
of any type should not be allowed to access or develop future water facilities, nor should
the "linear construction zones" be expanded to permit new transmission, utility, and
telecommunication lines. Any construction corridors on roadless forests must be limited to

existing rights-of-way.

4) Upper Tier Roadless Area Protection: Upper tier protections for roadless lands must be
expanded and strengthened. The draft Colorado Rule provides enhanced "upper tier™ protection
for only 13% of Colorado roadless areas, despite the fact that well over half are known to
provide exceptional wildlife habitat, important sources of clean drinking water for millions
of downstream Americans, or unique and outstanding recreational opportunities. Further,
loopholes put even the few "upper tier” roadless areas at risk from oil and gas development,
pipelines, and transmission lines. A final Colorado Rule should ensure that all "upper tier”
lands and other roadless lands have strict No Surface Occupancy stipulations to protect the
entire roadless area from any future oil and gas leasing and development. These areas must
not permit the use of "linear construction zones" to facilitate pipelines, transmission
lines, or telecommunication facilities.
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From: The Wilderness Society [action@tws.org] on behalf of Susan Allen [sallen@hisna.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2011 4:22 PM

To: COcomments

Subject: STRONGLY support strong protections for Colorado's Roadless Areas

Jun 9, 2011

Forest Service Comment Team Forest Service Comment Team Colorado Roadless Rule/EIS P.0O. Box
1919 Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Forest Service Comment Team Comment Team,

WE DESPARATELY NEED WILD PLACES LEFT WILD. WE ARE RUINING TOO MANY SECLUDED PLACES TO ROADS
AND RECREATION VEHICLES AND THERE WILL BE NO

MAGICAL PLACES LEFT IN THE TRUE WILDERNESS. PLEASE THE PLANET IS

COUNTING ON YOU!!! WE NEED YOUR HELP NOW!!

PLEASE LIVE UP TO YOUR NAME AND BE OF SERVICE TOTHE FOREST!!! ;0)
PLEASE TO THE RIGHT THING FOR NATURE AND THIS PLANET.

Please accept these written comments on the proposed rule for Colorado's roadless national
forests. I strongly urge the Forest Service to ensure that any rule be at least as protective
as the National 2001 Roadless Rule, which the Obama administration has supported and defended
in federal court.

To ensure that Colorado's valuable wild lands receive the level of protection they deserve, a
final Colorado Rule must be significantly improved in the following ways:

1) 0il and Gas Leases: The proposed Colorado Rule would allow development to go forward on
approximately 100 new oil and gas leases in some of Colorado's best backcountry. These "gap
leases"”

were illegally issued by the Bush administration after the Roadless Rule was adopted in 2001.
Any Colorado Rule must be accompanied by an agreement that applies "no-surface occupancy”
requirements for the approximately 100 oil and gas gap leases, or other guarantees that the

affected roadless areas are never damaged. Also, the Colorado rule must provide for "no-
surface occupancy”™ on all new oil and gas leases on all Forest Service roadless lands.

2) Logging: The proposed Colorado Rule contains an overly-broad definition of "at-risk
community." The rule's proposed list includes more than 340 so-called "communities,” some of
which are not even located on current State maps and may no longer be inhabited. This
definition of at-risk communities needs to be tightened to focus logging exemptions only
where needed.

3) Linear Construction Zones: I disagree with the draft Colorado Rule's allowance of road
building (euphemistically called "linear construction zones") for new developments. New roads
of any type should not be allowed to access or develop future water facilities, nor should
the "linear construction zones" be expanded to permit new transmission, utility, and
telecommunication lines. Any construction corridors on roadless forests must be limited to
existing rights-of-way.

4) Upper Tier Roadless Area Protection: Upper tier protections for roadless lands must be
expanded and strengthened. The draft Colorado Rule provides enhanced "upper tier" protection
for only 13% of Colorado roadless areas, despite the fact that well over half are known to
provide exceptional wildlife habitat, important sources of clean drinking water for millions
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As of: June 20, 2011
Received: June 16, 2011

S : Drafi
PUBLIC SUBMISSION Ttrz:culfinglla\‘;. 80e517a2
Comments Due: July 14, 2011
Submission Type: Web

Docket: FS FRDOC 0001
Recently Posted FS Rules and Notices.

Comment On: FS_ FRDOC 0001-1051
Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation: Applicability to the National Forests in Colorado

Document: FS_ FRDOC 0001-DRAFT-0165
Comment on FR Doc #2011-09119

Submitter Information

Name: James Albert Gesick
Address:

16881 Riverview Ct.

Montrose, CO, 81403-7484
Email: jgesick@bresnan.net
Phone: 970-240-1168
Fax: 970-240-1168
Government Agency Type: Federal
Government Agency: FS

General Comment

The proposed Colorado roadless rule is better than some previous proposals because it does allow more
development and it does restrict less area, but it still is an encroachment on the public access to public
lands. Public lands should be managed in the most efficient way to provide equal access to all of the
public not just the anointed few as many of the environmental groups would like to have it. The
environmental purists essentially want the lands to be their private playgrounds. The more public lands
that are taken out of access for natural resources development the less fee income they will generate and
the more general tax dollars will be required for their administration. It also deprives the nation of
critically needed resources for the benefit of the few that are physically capable of going into roadless
areas for recreation to no economic benefit to the public at large — this is not what public land
administration should be about. We already have far too much “wilderness area™ in this nation that is off
limits to natural resource development and recreational activity to all but the very physically fit so we do
not need more roadless areas — we need less.

Areas that are of particular or unique scenic beauty should be made state or federal parks to protect them
for equal enjoyment of future generations, but otherwise the public lands should be managed for their
most economical use provided that economical development does not unduly restrict the general public
from the recreational use that is also a public good. Additional roadless areas in non-park settings is not
consistent with proper management of public lands.
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As of: June 27, 2011
Received: June 23, 2011

S : Draf
PUBLIC SUBMISSION  [50%0 oo
Comments Due: July 14, 2011
Submission Type: Web

Docket: FS_FRDOC_0001
Recently Posted FS Rules and Notices.

Comment On: FS_FRDOC_0001-1051
Special Areas; Roadless Area Conservation: Applicability to the National Forests in Colorado

Document: FS_FRDOC_0001-DRAFT-0173
Comment on FR Doc #2011-09119

Submitter Information

Name: BRIAN CONNER
Address:
149 Sandy Hill Rd
La Follette, 37766-5428
Email: bcconnel @tva.gov
Submitter's Representative: Theodore Roosevelt Conservatin Partnership

General Comment

[ am a sportsman who cares deeply about quality fish and wildlife habitat and the future of
hunting and fishing on national forest lands in Colorado. The 4.2 million acres of backcountry
roadless areas in the Centennial State provide important habitat for numerous big-game species
and wild trout. Please consider my comments on the proposed Colorado roadless rule.

More than 259,000 hunters and 660,000 anglers take to Colorado's woods
and waters every year. With untold miles of Gold Medal streams and more
elk and mule deer than any other state, Colorado is a sportsmen's

paradise. Responsible management of roadless backcountry is necessary
to safeguard our outdoor legacy.

Specifically. I ask that the 2.6 million acre upper tier category of lands proposed in Alternative 4
be incorporated into the Preferred Alternative in the final rule. The upper tier category provides
additional certainty for backcountry lands that have been identified as being of highest value. The
lands included in Alternative 4 were originally recommended for upper tier by the hunting and
fishing community because they have outstanding fish and wildlife values, receive considerable
use by sportsmen and provide high-quality recreational experiences.

[ request that the loopholes in the Colorado roadless rule be closed. Transmission corridors,
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COR179.

From: The Wilderness Society [action@tws.org] on behalf of Monica Jackson [antiem3@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, June 10, 2011 8:54 AM

To: COcomments

Subject: | support strong protections for Colorado's Roadless Areas

Jun 10, 2011

Forest Service Comment Team Forest Service Comment Team Colorado Roadless Rule/EIS P.0O. Box
1919 Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Forest Service Comment Team Comment Team,

Please accept these written comments on the proposed rule for Colorado's roadless national
forests. I urge the Forest Service to ensure that any rule be at least as protective as the
National 2001 Roadless Rule, which the Obama administration has supported and defended in

federal court.

To ensure that Colorado's valuable wild lands receive the level of protection they deserve, a
final Colorado Rule must be significantly improved in the following ways:

1) 0il and Gas Leases: The proposed Colorado Rule would allow development to go forward on
approximately 100 new oil and gas leases in some of Colorado's best backcountry. These "gap
leases”

were illegally issued by the Bush administration after the Roadless Rule was adopted in 2001.
Any Colorado Rule must be accompanied by an agreement that applies "no-surface occupancy”
requirements for the approximately 100 oil and gas gap leases, or other guarantees that the

affected roadless areas are never damaged. Also, the Colorado rule must provide for "no-
surface occupancy" on all new 0il and gas leases on all Forest Service roadless lands.

2) Logging: The proposed Colorado Rule contains an overly-broad definition of "at-risk
community.” The rule's proposed list includes more than 340 so-called "communities,” some of
which are not even located on current State maps and may no longer be inhabited. This
definition of at-risk communities needs to be tightened to focus logging exemptions only
where needed.

3) Linear Construction Zones: I disagree with the draft Colorado Rule's allowance of road
building (euphemistically called "linear construction zones") for new developments. New roads
of any type should not be allowed to access or develop future water facilities, nor should
the "linear construction zones" be expanded to permit new transmission, utility, and
telecommunication lines. Any construction corridors on roadless forests must be limited to
existing rights-of-way.

4) Upper Tier Roadless Area Protection: Upper tier protections for roadless lands must be
expanded and strengthened. The draft Colorado Rule provides enhanced "upper tier"™ protection
for only 13% of Colorado roadless areas, despite the fact that well over half are known to
provide exceptional wildlife habitat, important sources of clean drinking water for millions
of downstream Americans, or unique and outstanding recreational opportunities. Further,
loopholes put even the few "upper tier" roadless areas at risk from oil and gas development,
pipelines, and transmission lines. A final Colorado Rule should ensure that all "upper tier”
lands and other roadless lands have strict No Surface Occupancy stipulations to protect the
entire roadless area from any future oil and gas leasing and development. These areas must
not permit the use of "linear construction zones" to facilitate pipelines, transmission
lines, or telecommunication facilities.







COR180.

From: The Wilderness Society [action@tws.org] on behalf of Kathleen Simmons [sanctuary19
@verizon.net]

Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2011 6:22 PM

To: COcomments

Subject: | support strong protections for Colorado's Roadless Areas

Jun 9, 2011

Forest Service Comment Team Forest Service Comment Team Colorado Roadless Rule/EIS P.0O. Box
1919 Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Forest Service Comment Team Comment Team,

There is a problem in this United States when a group takes it upon themselves to make new
rules. The wild forests of this United States belongs to all of the citizens not to the
forest service to change rules when they see fit.

Please accept these written comments on the proposed rule for Colorado's roadless national
forests. I urge the Forest Service to ensure that any rule be at least as protective as the
National 2001 Roadless Rule, which the Obama administration has supported and defended in
federal court.

To ensure that Colorado's valuable wild lands receive the level of protection they deserve, a
final Colorado Rule must be significantly improved in the following ways:

1) 0il and Gas Leases: The proposed Colorado Rule would allow development to go forward on
approximately 100 new 0il and gas leases in some of Colorado's best backcountry. These "gap
leases”

were illegally issued by the Bush administration after the Roadless Rule was adopted in 2001.
Any Colorado Rule must be accompanied by an agreement that applies "no-surface occupancy”
requirements for the approximately 100 oil and gas gap leases, or other guarantees that the

affected roadless areas are never damaged. Also, the Colorado rule must provide for "no-
surface occupancy” on all new 0il and gas leases on all Forest Service roadless lands.

2) Logging: The proposed Colorado Rule contains an overly-broad definition of "at-risk
community." The rule's proposed list includes more than 340 so-called "communities,"” some of
which are not even located on current State maps and may no longer be inhabited. This
definition of at-risk communities needs to be tightened to focus logging exemptions only
where needed.

3) Linear Construction Zones: I disagree with the draft Colorado Rule's allowance of road
building (euphemistically called "linear construction zones") for new developments. New roads
of any type should not be allowed to access or develop future water facilities, nor should
the "linear construction zones" be expanded to permit new transmission, utility, and
telecommunication lines. Any construction corridors on roadless forests must be limited to

existing rights-of-way.

4) Upper Tier Roadless Area Protection: Upper tier protections for roadless lands must be
expanded and strengthened. The draft Colorado Rule provides enhanced "upper tier" protection
for only 13% of Colorado roadless areas, despite the fact that well over half are known to
provide exceptional wildlife habitat, important sources of clean drinking water for millions
of downstream Americans, or unique and outstanding recreational opportunities. Further,
loopholes put even the few "upper tier" roadless areas at risk from oil and gas development,
pipelines, and transmission lines. A final Colorado Rule should ensure that all "upper tier"
lands and other roadless lands have strict No Surface Occupancy stipulations to protect the






























COR182,

Public Comment Submission
on Rulemaking for Colorado Roadiess Areas
Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIS) and/or Proposed Colorado Roadless Rule

This document constitutes my submittal of written comments on the revised draft EIS and/or
proposed Colorado Roadless Rule. | understand the USDA Forest Service will review and consider
these comments prior to finalizing the EIS and making a decision on the proposed roadiess rule. |
further understand that these comments, including my name and address, will become part of the

public record.
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COR183.

Public Comment Submission
2 ‘7 ?,%“ on Rulemaking for Colorado Roadless Areas
i\ﬁwsed Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIS) and/or Proposed Colorado Roadless Rule

This document constitutes my submittal of written comments on the revised draft EIS and/or
proposed Colorado Roadless Rule. | understand the USDA Forest Service will review and consider
these comments prior to finalizing the EIS and making a decision on the proposed roadless rule. |
further understand that these comments, including my name and address, will become part of the

public record.
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Public Comment Submission COR184-

on Rulemaking for Colorado Roadless Areas
Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIS) and/or Proposed Colorado Roadless Rule

This document constitutes my submittal of written comments on the revised draft EIS and/or
proposed Colorado Roadless Rule. | understand the USDA Forest Service will review and consider
these comments prior to finalizing the EIS and making a decision on the proposed roadless rule. |
further understand that these comments including my name and address, will become part of the
public record. ,
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Public Comment Submission CORISS.
on Rulemaking for Colorado Roadless Areas

Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIS) and/or Proposed Colorado Roadless Rule

This document constitutes my submittal of written comments on the revised draft EIS and/or
proposed Colorado Roadless Rule. | understand the USDA Forest Service will review and consider
these comments prior to finalizing the EIS and making a decision on the proposed roadless rule. |
further understand that these comments, including my name and address, will become part of the

public record.
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COR189.

Public Comment Submission
on Rulemaking for Colorado Roadless Areas
Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIS) and/or Proposed Colorado Roadless Rule

This document constitutes my submittal of written comments on the revised draft EIS and/or
proposed Colorado Roadless Rule. | understand the USDA Forest Service will review and consider
these comments prior to finalizing the EIS and making a decision on the proposed roadless rule. |
further understand that these comments, including my name and address, will become part of the

public record.
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COR190.

From: Brandon Ragsdale [bragsdale @fedex.com]

Sent: Friday, June 24, 2011 1:21 PM p—
To: COcomments
Cc: Brandon Ragsdale Erm b —
Subiject: Roadless Rule

CO oHV Coalihion

6/24/11
Dear Sirs:

| am contacting you to voice my support for the 57,600 acre reduction in designated Roadless areas provided
by Alternative 2 of the proposed Colorado Roadless Rule. | am vigorously opposed to Alternative 4 of the
proposal. | also support the continued management of dispersed motorized recreation in Roadless Areas
under the Travel Management Planning process. Motorized recreationalists utilize these areas for the
dispersed recreational experience they are designed to provide, a fact often lost in the application of the
roadless rule.

While | support Alternative 2, | do not support the theory of upper tier area included in this proposal, as often
the Roadless Rule is a source of confusion and frustration for the users of the forests. An additional level of
roadless area designation will not help this situation. The upper tier area theory will make the frustration and
confusion experienced by forest users worse. In addition to increasing frustration, the upper tier theory simply
makes no sense in terms of providing flexibility to managers to address local fire prevention concerns.
Alternative 4 simply makes no sense from this perspective as it provides an upper tier area.

| believe the increased flexibility provided by the Colorado Roadless Rule proposal is superior to the existing
Roadless Rule. Given the exceptionally high fuel loads present as a result of the pine beetle epidemic, it is
critical that forest managers have the full range of possible options to address the most cost effective way to
reduce the risk of forest fires to mountain communities and homes. The EIS goes to great lengths to address
the need for flexibility in dealing with fuels issues on the forests. The theory of upper tier area directly conflicts
with this analysis as significant numbers of local communities will be directly limited in their ability to address
fire prevention as a result of upper tier designations within a short distance of the community.

| am also opposed to the negative economic impact that will result from the upper tier theory in the new
Roadless Rule which will result in a negative impact to the Colorado economy in excess of $100 million dollars.
Given the poor state of the Colorado economy for the foreseeable future and the mandate of the Multiple Use
Sustained Yield Act requirement of balancing economic interests with all other interests, | don't think this
required balance has been achieved after the inclusion of the upper tier areas.

| also have concerns regarding the proposed 107,300 acre increase in roadless areas on the Pike/San Isabel
Forest and the 22,300 acres increase on the San Juan Forest. These expansions of roadless areas are directly
in conflict with the stated need for flexibility in fire management that is discussed at length in the EIS. Clearly
an areas designation as roadless will reduce the tools available to managers to deal with fire mitigation issues.

Sincerely,

Brandon Ragsdale
667 Coyote Willow Drive
Colorado Springs, CO. 80921
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From: The Wilderness Society [action@tws.org] on behalf of Yvonne Martin [gpofnc@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Friday, June 10, 2011 3:23 AM

To: COcomments

Subject: | support strong protections for Colorado's Roadless Areas

Jun 10, 2011

Forest Service Comment Team Forest Service Comment Team Colorado Roadless Rule/EIS P.0O. Box
1919 Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Forest Service Comment Team Comment Team,

Please accept these written comments on the proposed rule for Colorado's roadless national
forests. I urge the Forest Service to ensure that any rule be at least as protective as the
National 2001 Roadless Rule, which the Obama administration has supported and defended in

federal court.

To ensure that Colorado's valuable wild lands receive the level of protection they deserve, a
final Colorado Rule must be significantly improved in the following ways:

1) 0il and Gas Leases: The proposed Colorado Rule would allow development to go forward on
approximately 100 new oil and gas leases in some of Colorado’'s best backcountry. These "gap
leases”

were illegally issued by the Bush administration after the Roadless Rule was adopted in 2001.
Any Colorado Rule must be accompanied by an agreement that applies "no-surface occupancy”
requirements for the approximately 100 oil and gas gap leases, or other guarantees that the

affected roadless areas are never damaged. Also, the Colorado rule must provide for "no-
surface occupancy” on all new oil and gas leases on all Forest Service roadless 1lands.

0il and gas companies have managed to "nipple" a little here..."nipple" a little there, until
they have desecrated and destroyed countless acres of precious land and waters (Gulf of
Mexico). Is there no end to their greed?! Each of us needs to do our part also....CONSERVE!
Make each trip to the store count!

Car pool! As long as we do nothing, we are part of the problem!

2) Logging: The proposed Colorado Rule contains an overly-broad definition of "at-risk
community.” The rule's proposed list includes more than 340 so-called "communities," some of
which are not even located on current State maps and may no longer be inhabited. This
definition of at-risk communities needs to be tightened to focus logging exemptions only
where needed.

3) Linear Construction Zones: I disagree with the draft Colorado Rule's allowance of road
building (euphemistically called "linear construction zones") for new developments. New roads
of any type should not be allowed to access or develop future water facilities, nor should
the "linear construction zones" be expanded to permit new transmission, utility, and
telecommunication lines. Any construction corridors on roadless forests must be limited to

existing rights-of-way.

4) Upper Tier Roadless Area Protection: Upper tier protections for roadless lands must be
expanded and strengthened. The draft Colorado Rule provides enhanced "upper tier” protection
for only 13% of Colorado roadless areas, despite the fact that well over half are known to
provide exceptional wildlife habitat, important sources of clean drinking water for millions
of downstream Americans, or unique and outstanding recreational opportunities. Further,
loopholes put even the few "upper tier” roadless areas at risk from oil and gas development,
pipelines, and transmission lines. A final Colorado Rule should ensure that all "upper tier"
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From: The Wilderness Society [action@tws.org] on behalf of Stephen Howard [starbj99@msn.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2011 4:52 PM

To: COcomments

Subject: | support strong protections for Colorado's Roadiess Areas

Jun 9, 2011

Forest Service Comment Team Forest Service Comment Team Colorado Roadless Rule/EIS P.0O. Box
1919 Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Forest Service Comment Team Comment Team,

Please accept these written comments on the proposed rule for Colorado's roadless national
forests. I urge the Forest Service to ensure that any rule be at least as protective as the
National 2001 Roadless Rule, which the Obama administration has supported and defended in

federal court.

To ensure that Colorado's valuable wild lands receive the level of protection they deserve, a
final Colorado Rule must be significantly improved in the following ways:

1) 0il and Gas Leases: The proposed Colorado Rule would allow development to go forward on
approximately 100 new oil and gas leases in some of Colorado's best backcountry. These "gap
leases”

were 1llegally issued by the Bush administration after the Roadless Rule was adopted in 2001.
Any Colorado Rule must be accompanied by an agreement that applies "no-surface occupancy”
requirements for the approximately 100 oil and gas gap leases, or other guarantees that the

affected roadless areas are never damaged. Also, the Colorado rule must provide for "no-
surface occupancy” on all new oil and gas leases on all Forest Service roadless lands.

2) Logging: The proposed Colorado Rule contains an overly-broad definition of "at-risk
community."” The rule's proposed list includes more than 340 so-called "communities,"” some of
which are not even located on current State maps and may no longer be inhabited. This
definition of at-risk communities needs to be tightened to focus logging exemptions only
where needed.

3) Linear Construction Zones: I disagree with the draft Colorado Rule's allowance of road
building (euphemistically called "linear construction zones") for new developments. New roads
of any type should not be allowed to access or develop future water facilities, nor should
the "linear construction zones" be expanded to permit new transmission, utility, and
telecommunication lines. Any construction corridors on roadless forests must be limited to

existing rights-of-way.

4) Upper Tier Roadless Area Protection: Upper tier protections for roadless lands must be
expanded and strengthened. The draft Colorado Rule provides enhanced "upper tier" protection
for only 13% of Colorado roadless areas, despite the fact that well over half are known to
provide exceptional wildlife habitat, important sources of clean drinking water for millions
of downstream Americans, or unique and outstanding recreational opportunities. Further,
loopholes put even the few "upper tier” roadless areas at risk from oil and gas development,
pipelines, and transmission lines. A final Colorado Rule should ensure that all "upper tier”
lands and other roadless lands have strict No Surface Occupancy stipulations to protect the
entire roadless area from any future oil and gas leasing and development. These areas must
not permit the use of "linear construction zones" to facilitate pipelines, transmission
lines, or telecommunication facilities.
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From: The Wilderness Society [action @tws.org] on behalf of Carol Gibson-Kish
[cagibsonk @aol.com]

Sent: Sunday, June 12, 2011 9:04 AM

To: COcomments

Subject: | support strong protections for Colorado's Roadless Areas

Jun 12, 2011

Forest Service Comment Team Forest Service Comment Team Colorado Roadless Rule/EIS P.O. Box
1919 Sacramento, CA 95812

Dear Forest Service Comment Team Comment Team,

Let me get right to the point. Colorado's Roadless Areas need immediate protection. These
forests are roadless and pristine for a reason.

Development should be forbidden so that we still have some wild areas to enjoy and so native
species of animals and plants cannot be erradicated. These areas also provide a buffer
against climate change.

So to insure these areas remain as they are, please consider the

following:

1) 0il and Gas Leases: The proposed Colorado Rule would allow development to go forward on
approximately 100 new oil and gas leases in some of Colorado's best backcountry. These "gap
leases™

were illegally issued by the Bush administration after the Roadless Rule was adopted in 2001.
Any Colorado Rule must be accompanied by an agreement that applies "no-surface occupancy”
requirements for the approximately 100 oil and gas gap leases, or other guarantees that the

affected roadless areas are never damaged. Also, the Colorado rule must provide for "no-
surface occupancy”™ on all new 0il and gas leases on all Forest Service roadless 1lands.

2) Logging: The proposed Colorado Rule contains an overly-broad definition of "at-risk
community.” The rule's proposed list includes more than 340 so-called "communities," some of
which are not even located on current State maps and may no longer be inhabited. This
definition of at-risk communities needs to be tightened to focus logging exemptions only
where needed.

3) Linear Construction Zones: I disagree with the draft Colorado Rule's allowance of road
building (euphemistically called "linear construction zones") for new developments. New roads
of any type should not be allowed to access or develop future water facilities, nor should
the "linear construction zones" be expanded to permit new transmission, utility, and
telecommunication lines. Any construction corridors on roadless forests must be limited to
existing rights-of-way.

4) Upper Tier Roadless Area Protection: Upper tier protections for roadless lands must be
expanded and strengthened. The draft Colorado Rule provides enhanced "upper tier™ protection
for only 13% of Colorado roadless areas, despite the fact that well over half are known to
provide exceptional wildlife habitat, important sources of clean drinking water for millions
of downstream Americans, or unique and outstanding recreational opportunities. Further,
loopholes put even the few "upper tier"” roadless areas at risk from oil and gas development,
pipelines, and transmission lines. A final Colorado Rule should ensure that all "upper tier"
lands and other roadless lands have strict No Surface Occupancy stipulations to protect the
entire roadless area from any future oil and gas leasing and development. These areas must
not permit the use of "linear construction zones" to facilitate pipelines, transmission
lines, or telecommunication facilities.








