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Gobierno Municipal de Naguabo
OFICINA DEL ALCALDE

Hoxn. José A. Meléndez
Alcalde

14 de julio de 1995

ING PABLO CRUZ

DIRECTOR

SERVICIO FORESTAL DEL CARIBE
ESTACION EXPERIMENTAL

AFARTADO 25000

RIQ PIEDRAS PUERTO RICO 00928-2500

RE: Revisidn Plan de Manejo de El Yungque 1995
Estimado Ingeniere Cruz:

Hemos revisade el Plan de Manejo de EL Yungue ¥ nos place
informarle nuestro endoso al mismo.

Particularmente en lc que respecta a las alternativas gue se
exponen, los gue suseriben, en ‘representacién de la Administracidn
Municipal de Naguabo, endosan favorablemente la alternativa B, ya
Qe esta brinda mayor alternativa de veredas nuevas que cubren un
gran d4rea en la zonha sur de El Yunque, sitios nuevos de
recreacidn, &rca de picnic y el establecimiento de cabecera, entre
ctros. :

Después de tantos afios con la carretera P.R. 191 cerrada por
el derrumbe acaecido, es vital, indispensable y necesaric la
reapertura de esta carretera, Yy el que se establezcan alternativas
recreativas que atraigan al turismo Y fomenten el desarrolio
econdmico de Naguabo, con particular atencidn hacia el Sector
Cubuy, gque se ha visto seriamente afectado en su desarrolle tanto
ecenémico come seocial, al realizarse el cierre de la carretera.

¥

"La excelencia del servicio es nuestra meta"

Response to Letter 43

N

"P.0. BOX 40 - NAGUABOQ, P.R. 00718 » TELS. 874-3040 « FAX 874-1144

. The Revised Plan includes proposal for construction of
recreation sites and trails on the Forest’s south side.

2. The Revised Plan does not propose re-opening PR 151, nor
does it expressly prohibit such a proposal in the future. The
Plan does recognize a need to more fully address the Forest’s
transportation needs. The proposed designation of the Icacos
River as a Scenic River, and the proposal to build a hiking
and/or bicycle trail across the landslide on PR 191 are not
consistent with re-opening the road to motor vehicles.
Therefore, an amendment or revision of the Forest Plan
would be necessary before the road could be re-opened.
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TA ae julbia s 1995
PiAgina 2

Sabemos «ue no estd a su alcande la reapertura de la P.R.
191, pero si el establecimiento de facilidades recreativas,
veredas, vy otres desarrolles que permitan y hagan viable la
ejecucidén de diversas actividades para beneficio de las
comunidades aledafias y el disfrute de los puertorriquefios y los
turistas visitantes. Por tanto, endosamos Favorablemente el Flan,
nog reafirmamos en nuestra seleccidn de la alternativa B3, ¥

_exhortames a que se brinde pricridad a Naguabo en el desarrollo

de las actividades que habrdn de realizarse en El Yungue.

Adgradecemos encarecidamente el que se brinde oportunidad a,
nuestro pueble de expresarse, Y 1le felicitamos por sus
ejecutorias. Bs la primera vez que el Servicio Forestal del
Caribe tiene en la posicidén de Director a un puertorriqueiio, lo

que nos honra y nos place sobremanera. Le deseamos éxito en sus
funciones,

% o7
P ' C o - u 2 o
e @ - e ez e sl TECE 2
“galilo Felilcianc, Presidente N
Asamblea Municipal
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Response to Letter 44

* CENTRO CULTURAL DE NAGUABO 1. Comment noted.

OFICINA GOBIERNO MUNICIPAL 2. Cultural resources would be protected under all alternatives

considered.

29 de junio de 1985 3. Nominations of sites to the National Register of Historic

. Places would occur under all alternatives considered.

Ing. Pablo Cruz
Servicio Forestal del Yungque n

eirtede 25000 4. Comment noted.
Rio Piedras, Puerte Rico 00929.2500

Re: Revisgion del
Plan de Manejo del Yungue

Estimado Ingenierc Cruz:

Le remito muy satisfactoriamente nuestro endoso al Pian
de Manejo del Yungue.

Analizando las alternativas de desarrollo gque se
presentan en el Plan, determinamos endorsar favorablemente
la alternativa B. Dicho endosoc obedese a la disponibilidad

l . de oportunidades que 8Be le brinda a 1a ciudadania en
general, para el disfrute de los recursos naturales que
ofrece el Yunque. :

Eptendemos que las facilidades que brinda la alternativa

B geran un complemento idoneo para 1los proyectos gque nuestro

Centro Cultural y el Servicio Fuoreetal esta planteando. para

el desarrolloc economice y cultural 2 beneficlo de 12 comunidad
¥ nuestro pueblo

Graclas por esta oportunidad de participar en las
desiclones y futuro del Bosque Nacienal del Yungue. Quedo de
usted, f

JARDIN DE LA LLUVIA Y EL SOL

P.0. BOX 1022 : TELEFONO: 874 - 4371
NAGUABO, PR 00718 FAX: 885 - 4040
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Pagina 2
Ing. Pablo Cruz, Director

Es importante ademas, la conservacion y preservacion
de nuestraz cultura, ya ¢ue esta es la que nos identifica
come pueblo. Poxr tanto, endoso el gue dentro de 1las
actividades a realizarse en el Plan de Manejo, se considere
con atencidn y se trabaje con prioridad, en el inventario,
proteccién y evaluacién de los recursos culturales, incluso
los lugares y artefactos prehistoricos e historicos.

A —t————

N

Es tanbien sumamente importante el que se registren
areas significativas en el Registro Wacional de Lugares
Historicos para asi inventariar e identifcar adecuadamente
la localizacion de los hallazgos; asi comeo el desarrollar
oportunidades para la interpretacion de recrusos
culturales con enfasis en las culturas precolombinas, entre
atros,

it r—

A

Esperande que la seleccion de nuestra alternativa sea
considerada favorablemente para el beneficio econcmice v
cultural de la comunidad de Cubuy y Naguabo en general, y
que el apoye nuestro al Plan de Manejo de El Yungue, sea
en beneficio ¥y proteccién de nuestro desarrollo economico,
quedo de usted.

Respetuosamente, )
y \&‘\ bk.-g’\g

Niida if%cho.
Presidenta
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NAGUABO. 1. R. ud718

TELEFONU 8T4-205

APARTADO NUM, 665 FAN RM-DLI0

14 de julio de 1995

Ing. Fablo Cruz

Director

Servicio Forestal del Caribe
Apartado 25000

Egtacidn Experimental U.P.R
Ric Piedras, Puerto Rico

Ref.: Plan de Manejo del
Yunque

Ingeniero Crusz:

La presente comunicacidn es para endosar el Plan de
Manejo de El Yunque que ustedes estén presentando para los
pbximos diez (10} aflos.

Endosamos el mismo por su énfasis en la designacidn de
dreas de vida silvestre, a la vez que permlte el disfrute a
la comunidad de las oportunidades recreativas que el Servicio
Forestal desarrolle.

A tales efectos endosamos la Alternativa B, y fomentames
nuestro interés en la creacidén de oportunidades para aumentar
log conccimientos, aprecice y entendimiento de los recursos
culturales y naturales; el establecimiento de experiencias
segurasg y amenas en el boaque para el enriquecimiento
espiritual e intelectual de teodos; y la creacién de programas
de enlace entre el bosque y las comunidades aledafias a ios?
fines de estimular la participaci6én de individucs y de
diferentes asociaciones. .

Coordialmente,

. José A, Rivera Maldonado
PArTOCO

Response to Letter 45

1. Comment noted.
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Response to Letter 46

1. The Revised Plan includes proposal for construction of
recreation sites and trails on the Forest’s south side.

2. The Revised Plan does not propose re-opening PR 191, nor
does it expressly prohibit such a proposal in the future. The
Plan does recognize a need to more fully address the Forest’s
transportation needs, The proposed designation of the Icacos
River as a Scenic River, and the proposal to build a hiking
and/or bicyele trail across the landslide on PR 191 are not
consistent with re-opening the road to motor vehicles.
Therefore, an amendment or revision of the Forest Plan
would be necessary before the road could be re-opened.
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Response to Letter 47
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1. The Revised Plan does include approximately 3 miles of road
construction,

2. The Revised Plan is very protective of wildlife habitat.

3. The Forest does emphasize the employment of local
residents.
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Response to Letter 48

1. No “cutting down” of forest is proposed. Partial cutting of
22 acres per year for demonstration of sustainable timber
production from secondary forest, is proposed. Forest cover
would be maintained on these areas.

2. We have done our best to consult with “people who know”.
The Plan revision process has involved an interdisciplinary
team of forest management experts, scientists from the
International Institute of Tropical Forestry, federal and
Commonwealth  conservation  agencies, municipal
governments, and the general public.
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Response to Letter 49

1. The approved Revised Plan (Alternative C-mod) allocates all
primary forest to management areas proposed for wilderness
or Research Natural Area designation.

2. We agree with your concern regarding development
occurring around the Forest. We are working with the Puerto
Rico Planning Board and municipal governments to
strengthen application of the Special Zoning Rule for Non-
Urban Areas in Municipalities Surrounding the Caribbean
National Forest.
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United States Department of the Interior

Atlanta, Georgla 30303
July 17, 1585

ER-95/280

Mr. Robert C. Joslin,

Regional Forester

Porest Sarvice, Southern Region
U. 5. Department of Agriculture,
1720 Peachtree Road, NW.
Atlanta, GA 230367

Dear Mr. Jaslin: .

The Department of the Interior has reviewed the Draft Envircnmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Proposed Revised Land and Resource
Management Plan (Plan), for the Caribbean National Forest and
tuquillo Experimental Forest, Puerto Rico, as requested and offers
the following comments.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES:
Opdate List of Thraeatened and Endangered Species

The 1list of federal threatened and endangered specles listed on
Page 3-13 of the Plan states that eleven (11) federally-listed
endangered species and two (2) threatened species are known from
the Forest. This information should be corrected to include the
sharp-shinned hawk (Ageciplter striatus venator) and the broad-
winged hawk (Buteo platvpterus hrunnescens), both currently listed
as endangered. In additien, ortegén (Qoccolobay rugesa), although
proposed for listing as threstened, has been withdrawn for the
present time. Eugenia hagmatocarpa and Pleodendropn macranthum are
currently listed as endangerad. The list presented on page 3~13
should be updated accordingly. The same changes should be made in
the DEIS on page IIX-22 and in Appendix E,

Address Impadts on QEMmmalameReENg: Fuerto Rican Parrot Habitat

In reviewing the proposed alternatives, several aepects of
Alternative ¢, the preferred alternative, are of particular
concern. In this alternative, timber demonstration and a new trail

.are proposed within and directly adjacent to what has been
referred to as occupied Puerte Rican parreot habitat, specifically
near the area of Wiaheweedmsmll. Successful nesting and foraging
activity have been observed in the area. The impacts of timber
management (opening of the ocaropy, alteration of specles

Response to Letter 50

' OFFICE OF THE SECHETARY
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY AND COMPLIANCE
Richard B, Russell Foderal Bullding
75 Spring Btrest, 8.W. |

I.  These lists have been updated in the Final EIS with the most
recent information available.

2.  The approved Revised Plan (Alternative C-mod)
incorporates these suggestions.

3. The Final EIS includes discussion of threatened and
endangered species to the extent information is available.
Specific guidelines designed to protect the endangered Broad-
winged Hawk and Sharp-shinned Hawk have been added in
the approved Revised Plan.

4. Section 7 consultation has been completed.
5. This error has been corrected in the Final EIS.

6.  USFWS’s observation that the Forest Service does not
control water extraction outside the Forest boundary is
correct. This is the responsibility of Commonwealth
agencies, particularly the Puerto Rico Aqueducts and Sewer
Authority (PRASA) and the Puerto Rico Department of
Natural and Environmental Resources (DNER). We
encourage PRASA, DNER, USFWS, COE, EPA and other
interested parties to find the appropriate balance between
protection of instream flows for aquatic habitats and
consumptive use.

7. The approved Revised Plan (Alternative C-mod) does not
include the designation the Forest a municipal supply
watershed.:

8.  Appendix D of the Final EIS includes additional information
on aquatic species in the rivers eligible for Wild, Scenic and
Recreation River designation.

9.  Figure III-2 has been corrected in the Final EIS per this
suggestion.
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composition) and increased human activity (potentially causing
disturbance) should be carefully avaluated.

Addresa Impacts on Qther Threatened and Endangered gpecles

We recognize that a great deal of emphasis on potential impacts on
habitat of the Puerte Rican parrot is included 1in the plan.
Nevertheless, a total of 13 endangered speciea and one threatened
species occur in these forest habitats. The impacts of
implementation of the overall Plan on other species should be
evaluated. Fox example, the broad-winged hawk may use secondary
forests and plantations. Alternatives A, ¢, and D include plans for
the cutting of plantations and hative secondary forast.
Information on habitat use of the Puerto Rican broad-winged hawk
and Puertc Rican sharp-shinned hawk in the Rio Abajo and Maricao
Foresta, respectively, indicate that these habitat types are the
most frequently used by both epecies. We suggest that the
potential impacts of the alternatives on each of these species be
fully evaluated. Copies of relevant publications are being
forwarded to you by the Fish and Wildlife Service.

Initiate Informal Bection 7 Conaultation with the Fish and Wildlife
sarvice

It is stated (page 4-13) that the U. S. Forest Service (USFS) will
develop biological evaluations prior to the implementation of
projects with potential to affact threatened and endangered
species, In keeping with this approach we recommend that the USFS
initiate informal Section 7 consultation on the overall Land and
Resource Management Plan. The Fish and Wildlife S8ervice's
Caribbean Field Office wlll ba the lead field office for this
consultation.

WATER SUPPLY AND STREAM FAUNA [SSUES
Water Bupply

The Forest Service has proposed that all of the forest watersheds
be officially designated as municipal supply watersheds. This
would recognize the importance of this forest "product” to the
publlie, and provide a means of evaluating and setting some ilimits
for water use within the forest. On page III-14 of the DEIS it is
indicated that the Forest would be designated as a municipal supply
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watershed under alternatives B~E, but there is no alternative E
nentioned elsewhere.

Watershed yield 48 estinated as 226,000 acre feet par Yyear
(approximately 202 nillion gallons/day), and current use of the
forest's waters 1s estimated at 14 percent of +the yield
(approximately 28 mnillion gallons/day). Extrapolation of the
current rate of increase in water demand would result in the use of
approximately 50 percent of the Forest's water (about 101 million
gallons/day) by the year 2030, according to the Forest Service's
estimates.

We understand the  importance of recognizing the Forest's high
quality water supply, but are concerned about the ability of the
Forest Service to set real use linits on these xivers, since none
of the rivers are entirely within the National Forest boundaries.
In fact, the largest extractlons are currently occurring outside of
the Caribhean National Forest.

One of the largest extractions is on the lower Espiritu Santo
River, to supply the Rio Grande filtration plant. The extraction
is so large that there 1s frequently no water passing over the low
dam where the extraction occurs, and consequently the Espiritu
santo estuary is virtually eliminated for long periods of time.
Thi=s estuary has been designated as a Natural Reserve and a
Critical Coastal Wildlife Area by the Commonwealth. The Rio
Espiritu Santo low dam and water extraction interferes not only
with anadromous fish and shrimp migration needs, but probably
impacts estuarine specles as well. Our understanding is that the
Rico @Grande filtration plant has been undergoing expansion to
receive raw water fFfrom the highly controversial intake. being
developed on the lower Mameyes River ({outside tha Caribbean
National Forest (CNF) boundaries). The Puerto Rice Aqueduct and
S$ewer Authority has alszo begun the environmental evaluation studies
and consultation for a possible large reservelr and dam on the
Fajardo River, just outside the CNF boundaries, for municipal water
supply.

The possibility of uniting all the water sources in a northeast
corridor pipaline has becn discussed in the press. This makes
careful management of the waters frem the CNF wakersheds nore
critical for the protecticn of natural resource concarns. Under the
designation of municipal supply watershed, the Forest Service plans
to describe the  stream flow needs in terms of wminimum flows,
periodie high flows, total flows, and timing. Given the
possibility that most of these streams could be united in a single

3
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"ugg" system, we believe that maximum extraction rates for a
particular portion of a watershed should be defined as well.
Setting minimam flow needs alone may seriously reduce the longer
term input of fresh water to the estuaries and wetlands downstream.

Unlesa the designation of "municipal supply watershed" includas the
ability to address water extraction outside of the CNF boundaries,
we belleve that it will not limit water extraction on the portions
of the rivers outside of the CKF's boundaries. It may provide
further rationale for additional extraction from these rivers
without consideration of instream flow for the river fauna or water
supply to downstrear wetlands and estuaries.

I VER D GN

The Porest Service algo intends to propose portions of some of the
rivers as Wild and Scenic (these would be separated inte wild,
scenic, and recreational) for designation by Congress. For this
purpose, the riverse have been gualitatively ranked according to
scenic, recreation, historic/cultural, blological, geclogical and
ecologieal features (Table D-1). These features are discussed in
the text by river, with the exception of "ecoleogical" which is not
explained. The commente under "biclogical values" do not mention
the river fish and shrimp fauna, nor are these mentioned elaawhere
in the evaluation for wild and scenic river recommendatlons. The
river fauna should be specifically considered under hoth "wild" and
"recreational™ categories. The management requirements do mention
that water supply dams and diversions are prohibited under the
"wild? classification, and severely limited under the "Scenjic"
claspification (DBIS pages D 27-28). We, therefore, belleve that
the river fauna should be included in the biological evaluation of
the rivers for these designations.

The DEIS calls for proposing six eligible river eegments under
alternative B, four seliglble rivers under alternative ¢, two
eligible rivers under alternative D, and no rivers under
alternative A. Table D-1 {page D-4, DEIS) summarlzes the river
seogments evaluated, and a number of these have not been proposed:
The Rio Grande (tributary to the Espiritu Santo) was ragarded as

distinctive biclogically for flora and fauna. Quebrada Juan Diegc

was regarded as distinctive for scenic, recreatilon, and historic
features. The Rio del ¢ristal was regarded as distinctive for
historic and ecological {unexplained) features. The Rio Sabkana Sur
was regarded as distinctive for historic, faunal, and geological
features. 0Of those propesed, the Mameyes River appears to rank

4
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highest for most features. We belleve that the document should
provide further explanaticn for the ranking values for the rivers.
Ecological features are listed, but not explained further.

The map illustrating the forest's watersheds (Figure I1I-2) defines
11 watersheds that are part of seven (7) primary rivers. The Rioc
Blanco includes the Ric Icaces. The Rio Chiguite is a tributary of
the RIc Pitahaya which joins the Rio Sabana just ahova the river
moutth. The Canévanas, Canovanlllas, and gGurabo rivers are
tributaries te the Rio Grande de Loiza. The Rio Espiritu Santo
includes the Rio Grande and Quebrada Jimenez. The descriptions of
river segments evaluated for special (wild, scenic, recreation)
deslgnation also treat the drainages in a piecemeal manner without
addressing them as part of 2 primary river drainage. The Mameyes
River includes the Rio de la Mina and Quebrada Juan Diego. The Rio
Camandulas and Rio de) Cristil join the Rioc Sabana.

While we understand that special designations may be made in
segments, we believe the criteria used, the management principals
applied, and the management indicator specles selected sheuld be
evaluated in terme of the entire drainage. Likewlse, watershed
deslgnations should deal with the primary river drainage,
particularly when addressing apadromcus river fauna (fish and
shrimp) and estuary maintenance issues. This is a management plan
for the CNF, but the forest will bhe affected by projects ocutside of
the forest (particularly those impacting the rivers). Conversely,
management decisions on such things as water use within the forest
houndaries will affect off-forest natural resources such ag
wetlands, estuaries, and consunptive water use. Wea encourage the
description and analysis of resource issues in this context.

There also appear to be confllcts hatween some of the proposed wild
and scenio designations and the proposed designation of all of the
watersheds as a municipal supply watershed. Management
requirements preclude major diversions and dams for "wild" rivers,
and saverely limit them for "scenic" rivers. wWhile this may apply
only for the portion of the river designated, the anadromous
species living in them require consideration for instream flows
throughout the river. Additionally, research is being carried out
in the forest hy both the Forest Service and the Long Tarm
Ecological Research group from the University of Puerto Rico., We
understand that they are using portions of the Mameyes drainage to
avaluate river fauna in a relatively unaltered state. We believe
that the management alternatives should include designations that
protect at least one of the primary watersheds. We recommend the
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Mameyes River drainage as this has previously been identified as a
priority river to be maintained in a natural state.

In summary, we are concerned that the designation of all of +he
rivers as municipal water supply (alternatives B through D) could
compromise other resource concerns for thase rivers both on and off
the CNF. FPurther, water supply designation may conflict with some
of the "wild and scenic® designations to be proposed. Many of
these concerns night be answered by careful definition and
management of the dasignation. We also believe that the
alternatives sheuld consider designating at least . one primary
(headwaters to the ocean) river as protected from further
alteration. Without a protected watershed, it is difficult to.see
how future comparisons between altered and unalterad drainages
might be made. With regard to the special (wild, scenic,
recreatlion) classifications, we prefer alternative B, or
secondarily, alternative C. Alternatives A and D appear to provida
little protection under these designations.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important
management plan.

Sincerely,

A e

James H. Lee
Regional Environmental Officer
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Sociedad Gedgrafos de Puerto Rico

P O Box 40059
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00940-0059 @

1993

20 de julio de 1995

Sr. Pablo Cruz
suprrviseor del Bosgue
Eguipo de Revisidén del Plan Forestal

Sociedad Gedgrafos de Puerto Rico
Comité Asesoramiento Geogrdfico:

Pr. Angel David Cruz Baé:z
Ismael Garcia

Juse Manuel radilla
Evelio Valeiras Min{
Héckor Rivara

Comentarios al Borrador de la Declaracidn Ambiecnkal v ta Revistan
del Plan de Manejo de los Terrenos y Recuresos del Bosgue Naocional
del Caribe.

La Sociedad Gedgrafos de Puerto Rice es una Sceiedad sin fines
de luero, que fue fundada en el afic 1993, bajo los cstatutos del
Gobiernn de Puerteo Rice, asigndndosele el nomero 24,167
Considerames un deber participar en la planificacidén Jde nuestros
recursos naturales gue son patrimonio del pueblo puertorriquefio.
Por tal razdén, le incluimos nuestras recomendaciones y comentarios
sohre la Declarvacidn del Impacte Ambiental para el Plan Forestal
del Bosygue Nacional del Caribe/Busque Experimental de Luguitla,

A través de los afns se ha visto una proliferacidn de
desarrolles en distrites de zenifircacidén establecidos por ol
Reglamento de Zonificacidn Especial para Zonas Yo Urbanas de loy
Municipios Circundantes al Bosque Nacional del Caribe (El Yundquel,
que ne son compatibles con los usos que les fueron asignados
originalmente. Dichos distritos se establecicron paradguiar el
desarrollo fuera de las dreas urbanas fomande wn consideracidn sus
varacteristicas particulares, sin embargo la sitvacidn actual on
nuestro pais ¢n una wompleja porgue se ha daspertadeo una coenclencia
ambientalista por mantener nuestros bosgues. NOos preoccupa gue
estas variaclones 0 excepoiones se conviertan 2n la nerma y que a
Tavgo plazo s derreten log objativos gue persigne ose reyglamento.
bor tanbto, nuestra Soaledad insisle an ogque se consserve la mayor
parte posible del Bosgue Primario, compuesto pore L3, 700 acroes.,

Response to Letter S1

1. We agree with your concern regarding development
occurring around the Forest. We are working with the Puerto
Rico Planning Board and municipal governments to
strengthen application of the Special Zoning Rule for Non-
Urban Areas in Municipalities Surrounding the Caribbean
National Forest. '

2. Alternative D was not the selected alternative. In any case,
the exact location of this trail would have to be determined in
a site specific project level analysis. In that analysis we
would consider this recommendation, and other concerns you
may have with this project.

3. The Revised Plan does not propose re-opening PR 191, nor
does it expressly prohibit such a proposal in the future. The
Plan does recognize a need to more fully address the Forest’s
transportation needs. The proposed designation of the Icacos
River as a Scenic River, and the proposal to build a hiking
and/or bicycle trail across the landslide on PR 191 are not
consistent with re-opening the road to motor wvehicles.
Therefore, an amendment or revision of the Forest Plan
would be necessary before the road could be re-opened.

4. The roadside businesses are on private land within the
Forest’s boundary. We share some of your concemns
regarding the compatibility of developments on these
inholdings with Forest values. We also consider these
landowners and entrepreneurs our neighbors, and are
working cooperatively with them to improve the services they
offer the public, and to decrease adverse impacts from these
businesses on the Forest. The Revised Plan also identifies
private land inholdings as desirable for acquisition when
Jandowners are willing to sell and funds are available.
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pdgina -2-
Comentarios SGPR

Al comparar los mapas que contienen las estrategias de nmanesijo
para la altermativas (&) y (D), preferimns las eshtrategias
contempladas en esta dltima. Teda vez cque e la interaccior do
dichas estrategias surgen zonas de amortiguagicnts 4ue profe ioran

‘ no sclo la integridad del Bosgue Primario y la vida silvestre e
este contiene, sino la de sus cuerpos de agua, de los tipes de
desarrnllos que se estan permitiendo en las zonas no urbanas que le
circundan.

Las recomendaciones a los limites establecidos a la alternativa
(D) se incluyen en mapa adjunto. Ademds sometemas las siguientes
sugerencias a su consideracidén.

1. La vereda num. 10 sugerida en la alternativa (D), seguin

el mapa de habitats claves, demostracidn «de madera, y desarrollo de

21 los sitios de recreacidn, sea modificada por la incluida en la
alternativa (C},

2. Mantener la politica de no conectar nuevamente el tramn
ES cerrade de la Carretera Estatal Nomern 191, '

, 3, Tomar las medidas necesarias para eliminar los negocios y
rotulos ilegales a lo largo de la Carretera Estatal 191, S
recemienda crear un "Task Forca" pavra tal propdsito. Se sonete
como alternativa crear Areas adecuadas para asos finaes.

l‘f 4. Estudiar la posibilidad de exproplarv terrvencs privados

dentro del Bosque, o motivar a los propietarios de Lerrenos mayores
de % cuerdas a acojerse a los beneficios contibutives que ofirece el
atfculo 10 de la la Ley 133 (Ley de Bosques) aprobada el 1 e julio
de 1975, Aguellos propietarios gque no rednan estos reguisitos,
podr{in ser considerades con ntras alternativas como la pusibilidad
de las ransferencias de dereches de nsos de desarrally en zonas no
criticas del bosgue.

Agradecemes  la  opertunidad ofrecida  para  somater nuestros
comenlaries. De tener alguna duda al respecto favor comunicarse
con nogobros al 314-7371,
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Response to Letter 52

1. We agree with your concern regarding development
occurring around the Forest. Control of this development is
the responsibility of the Puerto Rico Planning Board and the
municipal governments. Over 20 years ago the Forest Service
worked with the Puerto Rico Planning Board to develop the
Special Zoning Rule for Non-Urban Areas in Municipalities
Surrounding the Caribbean National Forest. We continue to
work with the Planning Board and municipal governments to
strengthen application of the Special Zoning Rule. Citizen
involvement in the municipal land zoning plans currently
being developed can also play a key role in protecting the
rural character of the area around the Forest.

2. The roadside businesses are on private land within the
Forest’s boundary. We share some of your concems
regarding the compatibility of developments on these
inholdings with Forest values. We also consider these
landowners and entrepreneurs our neighbors, and are
working cooperatively with them to improve the services they
offer the public, and to decrease adverse impacts from these
businesses on the Forest.

3.  Water concessions are granted by DNER not the Forest
Service. We do agree with your point that water availability
is a key to residential development. We do believe that the
establishment of the concept of instream flows to protect
aquatic habitat values is an important initial step in
addressing the water issue. We will continue to work with
PRASA, DNER, USFWS, municipal governments and other
interested parties to find an appropriate balance between
maintenance of instream flows and consumptive use of water,
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The Forest Service’s International Institute of Tropical
Forestry is working with the USFWS, DNER, and other
agencies and universities to improve scientific information on
the Forest’s and Puerto Rico’s aquatic resources. We agree
that this kind of scientific information, together with rationale
assessments of human needs, should be the basis for water
resource management.

We agree that the Commonwealth law regarding protection
of riparian areas is not well enforced. Change or repeal of
this law would be the prerogative of the Commonwealth
legislature. We share your concern about these habitats, and
encourage the Puerto Rico Planning Board and municipal
governments to implement and enforce zoning regulations
that permit limited development in these areas.

We work to survey and sign the Forest boundary to the extent
funding permits. As indicated in the EIS, approximately 40
miles of the Forest’s 73 miles of ownership boundary have
been surveyed and posted.

The Revised Plan establishes general direction to work with
native species to the extent practical. Site specific project
level analyses will establish appropriate silvicultural
treatments to implement the Plan’s general direction.

We agree there are law enforcement problems on PR 186,
We are working with State and municipal police departments
to address this situation. PR 186 is a Commonwealth road
that serves several communities; only PRDOT would have
jurisdiction to control use of this road.
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11

12.

Construction on national forest land is quite limited,
Direction of this construction is provided by standards and
guidelines in the Revised Plan. Permits for construction and
occupancy on private land are a Commonwealth rather than
federal responsibility. We do work with the Puerto Rico
Planning Board to encourage enforcement of the Special
Zoning Rule for Rural Areas in Municipalities Surrounding
the Caribbean National Forest.'

The Forest is developing an environmental education
program (with special emphasis on involvement of schools in
communities around the Forest) in cooperation with the
Puerto Rico Department of Education. El Portal Tropical
Forest Center will further this objective.

The role of the Forest Service concerning land use outside the
national forest is only advisory. The Agricultural Extension
Service of the University of Puerto Rico and the U.S. Natural
Resources Conservation Service provide the agricultural
assistance you refer to.

We are working with municipal governments and non-profit
community development organizations in communities
around the Forest to develop appropriate eco-tourism
opportunities.
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ESTADO LLBRE ASQCIADO DU PUERTO KICO
DEPARTAMENTO DE EDUCACION
ESCUELA INTERMEQIA RAFAEL ¥, COCA
LUQUILLO, PUERTO RICO

20 de abril de 1995

Sr. Padlo Cruz

Supervisor Forestal
Departamento de Agricultura
Bosque Forestal del Caribe

Seficr Cruz:

Deseo informarle mi ponién sobre las modificaciones que ustedes desean
hacer en ¢l Bosque Nacional del Caribe los cuales no estoy de acuerdo.
Dicho bosque es lo {nico que queda en Puerto Rico que es el reflejo de
lo que un dfa fuera Puerte Rico. Nuestra Isla sé ha converride en una
Isla de cemento por donde quiera y esas son las causas de la escasés de
agua que hay en Puerto Rico, porque han tumbado casi toda la vegeracidn
que teniames en nuestra Isla, para la construccién de casas, edificics
y carretera y sin pensar en las consecuencias que esto estd trayendec a
nuestro pais.

bt
Por otra parte si se habilitan mds lugares y veredas para pasadias eso °
traerd como consecuencia que ese lugar desaparesca parte de la vegetacién
y habitad de algunos animales, segundo contaminacidn del ambiente, basura,
carbén quemado tiradoe por doquier, igual que cuando uno va a Puante  Rote,
que la basura la tiran en el agua y los alrededores. Ho sé que ocurre con
las personas ultimamente que no tienen es¢ amor por la naturaleza v lo
{nico que hace es contaminar todo lo que le rodea, tirando basura por do-
quier sin crear conciencia del dafio que causa a la vegetacién y a los ani-
males que habitan en esos lugares,

—_——
Creo que el Bosque Nacional del Caribe se debe dejar como estd. De tener
que haber alpdn cambio, por que no se puede hacer nada, pues estoy un peco
de acuerdo con la alternativa #D que aparece, va que es la menos lugares
de acceso al pueblo.

Debemos mantener nuestro Bosque, ya que es lo dnico natural que nes quada

en nuestra Isla. N

Cordialmente,

. — L. P

R Vs YUV L\sa\-&g._gi grea
3RA, BIENVENIDA COLON
MAESTRA DE ESTUDIOS SOCTALES

Response to Letter 53

1. The Revised Plan proposes limited and carefully located
recreation development, and timber demonstration program
involving only about 4% of the area of the Forest. Qur
analysis indicates that these uses would not affect the amount
of water flowing from the Forest, and would have very
limited visual impacts. '

2. The Revised Plan proposes providing limited recreation
facilities (surfaced parking area, more garbage receptacles
and toilets) at Puente Roto, both to provide better public
service, and to reduce environmental impacts of the heavy
use of the site.

3.  Comment noted.
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Response to Letter 54

HON. ASAMBLEA MURNICIPAL I\ . . . ] .
1. The Revised Plan includes standards and guidelines to ensure
5 JT/ that research activities are conducted so as cause minimal

environmental impacts.

- 2. The approved Revised Plan (Alternative C-mod) allocates all
primary forest to management areas proposed for designation

j 1995 .
14 de jutle de as wilderness or Research Natural Area.

Sefior Pedro Rios 3. Comment noted.
Serviclo Forestal
T.0. Box U . . . . .
Palmer, P.R. 00721 4. Roads, trails and recreation sites are maintained to the extent
Estimado sefior Rios: funding and cooperative agreements permit,
- ici 1 - . . . .

de Fapoeqos Um cordial saludo de la Honorable Asamblea Hunicipa 5. The Forest Service has limited funding for law enforcement.

Por 1a presente le incluimos las recomendaciones sobre E1 ' We rely to a great extent on cooperative efforts with
Estudio y Andlisis de la Declaracidn de Impacto Ambiental del o " . ;
Bosque Nacional del Yunque. : : municipal and state police departments. We are working with

la mejor disposicid . - : . X

do sorvirie T confiar en mosotros y estamos en I mejor disposicion _ these law enforcement agencies to improve public security on

Cualquier informacidn adicional pueden comunicarse con nosotros. : the FOTCSt.

Cordialmente,

Wla,mv}hm;}nw

Miribel Milldn Honee ")
Secretaria
Asamblea Municipal

Anejo : Copia Qel informe

"UNA ASAMBLEA TRABAJANDO PARA SU PUEBLO"

P. Q. BOX 868 - FAJARDO, P. R, 00738 « TELS. 863-0005 + 863-1400

hostues: sus pecul faridades v proavecins para nievas Tacilidaders do criontaeidn
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INFORKE DF_LA TONORABLE COMISION ESPECTAL

la flonarable Comisién Eapecial gue se reunid lom dfas, viernes 1% de mayo,

Yunes 2% dle moyn, jucvea 2% «de paye y 15 de Junio de 1995 ¢on low sigulentes

mlembras de 1a Gomislda:
\- Non. Hilda VAzquez Di{az {Avsente 5/22/93) - Prasidents

2- Hon, Gioris Sénchez Crespo — Sgcrataria

-
i

Wan. Pedro Santana Ticndo {Ausente 6/15/95%5)

- ilan. Mtguel A, DAvita Carcfa
S~ Hon, Justina Vargas Delgpado (Ausente 19, 22, 25)
. llon, Domingo ¥illafaile Reato {Ausente 5/25/95)

To Heon. Migdalia Canales Pachecs (ausente)

THVITARQS:
i- 5r. lLuis Rivera ~ Msnejadar. de vegetacidn

Z- Sr. Pablo Cruz - Birector del S{stema Forestal a cargo del Yunquae

T- Sr. dohn HWalker « Arquedloge

ASUNTO A TRATAR:

ESTUNIO ¥ AHALISIS DE LA PEGLARACION DE THPACTC AHMBIENTAL

DEL, ROSQUE HAGIONAL DE! YUNQUE,

COMENTARTOS

La Nonorable Comisidn xe reun(6 y estudid culdadosamente los documentcs de
lopactn anhilental en cuantn & lan me loraa ¢ Inveacigaciones a genllzacse on al
lasque Hactanal de! Yunque.

En visita ocular al Yunque nos reunimos con el asfior Crug y al sefior
Rivera, 3¢s cualen nop orisptar?? con relacién a los diferentes tipos de
hosques: sus peculiaridades y préyec}os pars nuevas facilidades de oriencaciédn
al pdblicn.  Se ans informd que el krea de lovestigacién serén bosques
secundarfos donde habrd una pods de frboles selectiva. La mixma permitirh que
otras Arboles que estabsn oprimldos puedan desarrollarse. La maders obtenide de

esta seleccifn serd cedida o Recursos Naturales ¥ a Fomento pars uso artesansl,

Fl plan prosentn para Fajavdo prevencidn del Bosqua primavic y praservacién del
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agua. Reclbimos 69' clbicon al aflo de agus.

RECOMENDACTORES:

Pidiendo opinién a los miembros de la Comisién loz sigutantes ssawbleistas
recomendamos lo sigulente:
Hon. Niltds Vézquaz Dissz
Hon. Gloria Sénchez Crespo
llon. Miguel A. évila Garcis

I~ Entendemos que se debe preservar y proteger los Recursos Raturales, ser
cautelozos en ol dver a'usarse para investigscién, Pressrvar sn su estado

natural los bosques primarioa. De los planes qus nos ban sxpussto de la

declaractén de Impacto Ambiencal (avoracemos ol plan €. Recordando que nuestro
Boxque Naclonal sk nuestra mayer fuente de agua.
2- Preservacién de las Facilidades existentes en las carreteras y veredas.

3~ Hayor vigilsncia pollciaca pars mis seguridad.

NOTA:

El llonorable Doningo Viltlafofe no acepts ninguna opcién, Se cpone a la

tala de drbeles,

] B . , . h . (- .
jf{t(‘fﬂ { farig e, /Afg L g A .r-‘M"‘Kﬁ u-"’y%
10N, HILDA \MZC'U{{DIA@, PR!S(JBNTA i’

HON. GLORIA SANCHEZ CRISPQ, SECRETARIA

T
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