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From: Mizner, Chris [chris @miznerenterprises.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 12, 2011 11:46 AM

To: COcomments

Subject: Please protect our road less backcountry!
Attachments: image001.gif

I am an avid outdoorsman, businessman, father, and community steward. | am writing this note to voice my thoughts on
protecting out road less backcountry.

I was born into a family of immigrants from Yugoslavia, Italy and Germany who came to America in the mid 1800’s to support
the mines that developed the west. From an early age my great uncles and extended family cherished the outdoor experience
and | have many 150 year old photographs that show their love for the land and how it is important in shaping families. Pictures
of picnics, parties celebrating the return from war, birth of new family members, getaways with friends, romantic getaways with
girlfriends and future spouses show how important the natural lands are in shaping who we are and who we can be. These
experiences did not always happen in developed forest areas but in more remote adventures of exploration with always the
credo of leaving our environment more pristine than we find it for future generations to have a similar experience.

It is understood that the world is changing rapidly and getting smaller with every minute and with this brings increased difficulty
to get away and decompress. Getting away to our natural environment within road less backcountry provides the single
remaining opportunity to do this. | cannot even comprehend the possibility of this being lost to future generations. It would be a
horrible selfish thing for us to do to future generations. We must respect, protect, and continue to educate untouched
individuals on the importance of this great American resource in making us who we are.

| appreciate your consideration in doing all that can be done to limit roads and protect these unspoiled areas for all to enjoy now
and well into the future. | say this as an avid dirt bike rider, 4 wheel drive enthusiast, backcountry hiker and fisherman, eagle
scout, and member of numerous environmental groups as well as a businessman. Some people may think that these interest are
in conflict with one another but what they have in common is that they are unique ways to explore the wonderful planet that we
are blessed to reside upon. Thanks again for understanding the importance of taking the correct actions regarding this issue.
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COR524.

From: Jerry Smith [onejerrysmith @ gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 12, 2011 1:13 PM

To: COcomments

Subject: Comments on the Colorado Roadless Rule
Attachments: Colorado Roadless Rule comments.docx

Please find attached and below my comments on the Colorado Roadless Rule.

Colorado Roadless Rule/ EIS,
P.O. Box 1919, Sacramento, CA
95812

To whom it may concern,

[ write to comment on the proposed Colorado Roadless Rule / EIS and to question the whole intent of
this entire process.

In the first place, Congress and only Congress is responsible for creating designated Wilderness.
Though not designated Wilderness, these “Roadless’™ areas are managed the same as if they were.

In the second place, after over 30 years of asking for the Definition of a Road of Forest Service offices
and Bureau of Land Management, I can find no clear answer.

You would think that would be the very first question when designating a particular area a “Roadless
Area’”.
How many lawsuits have been fought over these lands and their use and there still is no firm answer to

that question.

For that reason, I have researched many USFS and BLM documents to find any kind of wording or
definition describing what a Road is. My conclusions and a clear answer to that question are below.

It is my sincere wish that this Definition of a Road be taken into consideration for this and any future
studies of Roadless Areas and Wilderness Areas.

In looking at the present condition of the Colorado National Forests, it seems very plain that the
current management practices of the USFS are failing in a major way.

It is my opinion and has been echoed by many I have spoken to about the subject, that the USFS
personnel are overwhelmingly pro-active in the “Conservationist” or “Preservationist” movement and
that the few who are not, are abused and seldom listened to in a cordial manner.





















































































































COR531.

From: William Stumpf [william.stumpf@ gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 12, 2011 3:30 PM

To: COcomments

Subject: CO Roadless Rule

To Whom It May Concern at the USDA and Forest Service,

I stongly and sincerely urge you to protect roadless areas in CO where I very often hike, backpack,
and fish. These areas are so very vital and important both for the enjoyment of the outdoors and
to protect critical waters that support and safeguard fish and wildlife.

Please adopt the conservation alternative (Alt. 4) that would protect

2.6 million acres in the upper tier category. Just this past weekend I spent days hiking and
fishing in the Hunter Fryingpan Wilderness area and surrounding forest lands. It was majestically
beautiful, amazingly silent of human made noise (except for jet aircraft passing overhead), and
felt sublimely pristine and wild. Finding pockets of calm water amid the incredible runoff, I
caught and released amazingly colored and healthy cutthroat trout. The size of these fish, esp.
after such a long winter, surprised me. I could only attribute it to the protected nature of the
land that allowed the flora and fauna to thrive undisturbed. Clearly most of the fish were able to
eat well, and the insect life (mayflies and caddisflies) was abundant.

In addition, there are many water diversions in the mountains that provide the front range with
good sources of clean water for our families and children. Erosion and pollution caused by
overuse, construction, or poor management would not only hurt the quality of water for the wildlife
but could also impact the quality of the water and watershed for me and my children. At the very
least, increased sediment and pollutants would cause municipalities to have to increase the amount
of cleaning, filtering and purification of the water for human consumption.

I ask and urge you to protect roadless areas with No Surface Occupancy

(NSO) stipulations and do not grant any waivers to prevent development from disturbing the surface
inside roadless areas. Invasive species, chemical contamination, habitat fragmentation, damage to
waterways and the degredation of the visual splendor of this areas are impacts that we cannot
afford in the last wild places we have.

Also, please keep Linear Construction Zones (LCZs) out of upper tier areas. These are the best
lands left in Colorado. They are too valuable to be developed of any kind. These should be
reserved for the general public in their natural and pristine state and not developed for the use
of a few special interests or beneficiaries.

They must be off limits to any development. Where else will we have left once they are developed.
You cannot turn back the clock or revert these lands to their natural state. Once the damage is
done, it is done permanently.

Please protect these lands not only for the fish and wildlife, the cool clean water sources, and
hunting and fishing heritage, but do it for our children, their children, and their children.
Roadless backcountry will disappear forever otherwise, and future generations won't know the
pleasure of pristine nature. My family enjoyed hiking in the roadless mountain areas in Routt
County near Steamboat Springs over the July 4th weekend. It was the highlight of their weekend.
They enjoyed nature, the solitude, the fresh air, the natural scenery, and the lack of man-made
noises and intrusions into the habitat.

I ask you to do this, to preserve the roadless areas for me and my children so that they may enjoy
the wonderful experiences that my father and uncle showed me when I was younger and was first able
to hike, backpack and fish in the natural wonders of our undeveloped backcountry. Leave vehicles

at the trailhead and leave what natural, untouched areas that remain in the current state. I want
to experience with my children and grandchildren what they experienced with me.

Thank you for developing this proposal over the past five years, but PLEASE PROTECT OUR ROADLESS
AREAS!













































H ) A

(LCZs) also need to be restricted.

The Forest Service has produced a RDEIS that offers four alternatives. The Forest Service
favored alternative is Alternative 2, which has introduced an interesting new concept
described as "upper tier" protection. While there are faults with this concept, we feel that it
does have merits toward providing protection for our roadless areas. However, the Alternative
#2 falls short of providing the total levels of protection and total acreages that Colorado's
forests deserve. The RDEIS', naming of Alternative 2 as the "preferred alternative" should have
gone further and named Alternative 4 as the "conservation alternative”, as has been done in
this process in the past.

We, therefore would like to recognize our preference to Alternative #4; the conservation
alternative. Further, even in "upper tier" areas, there are deficiencies in the levels of
protection. Alternative 4 recognizes the need for a much larger number of acres for upper tier
protection. We find it disturbing that the forest service would actually favor an alternative (2)
that proposes to put forth only 13% of Colorado's roadless areas as deserving of a higher level
of protection and that there are actually forests is the state that have an even lower
percentage or none, of upper tier areas proposed. We would urge a provision to the rule to
not only recognize the number of upper tier acres in Alternative 4 as the protected lands in
the rule, but to propose a current and constant re-evaluation and re-inventory process to
recognize the need for an expansion of the lands that were not proposed even in this
Alternative 4. The proposed upper tier lands are identified through a flawed approach, relying
on forest plans ranging from nine to 27 years in age.

Protection of a significant amount of our roadless forests—based not on forest plans that
were not looking specifically for roadless characteristics, but on the values of these lands—
would help safeguard the state’s high quality watersheds, benefit Colorado’s wildlife, and
ensure opportunities for world-class recreation.

For the Colorado rule to live up to the national rule standard, the acreage of roadless areas
designated as "upper tier" must be expanded considerably. Upper tier lands should receive
even stronger protections than those provided by the national roadless rule (Alternative 1).
This designation would balance some of the narrowly defined exceptions for backcountry
development permitted in the draft Colorado rule.

Any alternative providing the maximum level, of protection should include, though not
necessarily be limited to, the following protective provisions and at least be as strong as the
2001 rule:

THE PROPOSED RULE PROVIDES OVERLY BROAD EXCEPTIONS TO THE PROHIBITION ON
LOGGING.

THE PROPOSED RULE WOULD ALLOW TOO MUCH ROAD CONSTRUCTION IN ROADLESS AREAS.

Recognize that roads damage and destroy roadless area characteristics.

Do not allow roads for water projects

Do not allow roads for mineral leases let since the 2001 rule became effective

Reduce road construction allowed for oil and gas leases

Prohibit roads for coal mining

Define road decommissions to mean obliteration and require it for all roads and linear
construction zones

THE RDEIS MUST ADDRESS “GAP” LEASES AND PROTECT THE ROADLESS AREAS SO LEASED.
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therefore offers important continuity with a large, wild roadless area. The majority of the
vegetation is shrub with conifer and aspen at higher elevations, all providing excellent wildlife
habitat. Much of the area is a used by a population of desert bighorn sheep. The area is
frequented year round by sheep, given the arid terrain and low snow amounts that the area
receives. We urge that the area be managed as a roadless area given the wildlife use in the
area. We also urge that expansion of OHV trails be ceased and the existing trails be used at a
minimum. The disturbance on wildlife tends to have a great impact throughout the year.

Kelso Mesa*

The largest area of roadless landscape on National Forest land on the Uncompahgre Plateau,
Kelso is characterized by high quality riparian habitat and stunning old-growth Ponderosa
pine forests. The Kelso landscape is adjacent to the upper stretches of Dominguez Canyons
and offers unique opportunities for solitude, quiet-use recreation, and horse pack-in hunting.
The area is bounded on the east by public and private property. This is a very rugged and
steep area. This is a great overall range for deer and elk, from calving and fawning to winter
range. Much of this country has been known to hold large numbers of both. This area is
inhabited by turkey, mountain lion, black bear, chukar, blue grouse, various raptors, desert
bighorn, the occasional lynx and now potentially moose. This area is also known to be historic
Columbian sharp-tail grouse habitat and Gunnison’s sage grouse

Unaweep- Calamity Basin*

With expansive views of the La Sal Mountains, Dolores River valley, and Divide Creek area,
Unaweep and the Calamity Basin encompass an inspiring corner of the Uncompahgre Plateau.
The area is important as year-round wildlife habitat, including elk calving grounds.

Kannah Creek*

This large area occupies the western slopes of the Grand Mesa, exhibiting a vast diversity of
habitat from pifion-juniper and riparian to aspen and spruce-fir. Kannah Creek is important
not only for the wildlife habitat and quiet recreation it provides, but also because it serves as
the municipal watershed for the City of Grand Junction. The proposed roadless area just
touches the edge of the BLM’s Adobe Badlands WSA.

Currant Creek, Flattops/ Elk Park and Salt Creek*

Forming graceful flat-topped rises, this is at the heart of the Grand Mesa National Forest at
the top of the Grand Mesa. The area is made up of four distinct roadless core areas with
established motorized corridors in between. This RA has significant wildlife value. Currently
access is limited into this area, providing secure locations for both elk and mule deer
production and migration routes, however unauthorized trails are being created from the
southern forest boundary bordered by private land and from the north.

The area—dominated by conifers and aspen, with interspersed open meadows—is important
habitat for a vast variety of species. The Colorado Division of Wildlife has identified the area
as particularly critical for the region’s black bears. All of Priest Mountain, which also includes
the Elk Park and Flattops units, remains without the higher level of ‘upper tier’ protections
under the proposed rule. Protection of this central wildland area and its water resources is
crucial as the impacts of increased motorized traffic accrue on the Grand Mesa. This roadless
area has essential habitat needs for several big game species.

Battlements and Sunnyside*

The northern most roadless areas of the GMUG are at high risk due to expansion of oil and
gas and timber cutting. These are remarkable islands of habitat for wildlife species that are
escaping the industrial activity from the lower elevations and highway activity. They should
certainly be recognized and preserved not only for vast wildlife but also for the hunting and
recreational opportunities that these areas provide.




















































































































