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Gobierno Municipal de Naguabo 
OFICINA DEL ALCALDE 

Hon. José A. Melé11dez 

Alcalde 


ING PABLO CRUZ 
DIRECTOR 
SERVICIO FORESTAL DEL CARIBE 
ESTACION EXPERIMENTAL 
APARTADO 25000 

14 de julio de 1995 

RIO PIEDRAS PUERTO RICO 00928-2500 

RE: 	 Revisión Plan de Manejo de El Yunque 1995 

Estimado Ingeniero Cruz1 

Hemos revisado el Plan de Manejo de El Yunque y nos place 
informarle nuestro endoso al mismo. 

Particularmente en lo que respecta a las alternativas que se 
exponen, los que suscriben, en ·representación de la Administración 
Municipal de Naguabo, endosan favorablemente la alternativa B yn

1 
que esta brinda mayor alternativa de veredas nuevas que cubren un 
gran área en la zona sur de El Yunque, sitios nuevos de 
recreación, área de picnic y el establecimiento de cabecera, entre 
otros. 

Después de tantos años con la carretera P.R. 191 cerrada por 
el derrumbe acaecido, es vital, indispensable y necesario la 
reapertura de esta carretera, y el que se establezcan alternativas 
recreativas que atraigan al turismo y fomenten el desarrollo 
econ6mico de Naguabo, con particular atención hacia el Sector 
Cubuy, que se ha visto seriamente afectado en su desarrollo tanto 
económico como social, al realizarse el cierre de la carretera. 

"La excelencia del seruicio es riuestra meta" 

"P.O. DOX 40 • NAGUABO, P.R. 00718 • TELS. 874-3040 • !'AX 874-1144 

Response to Letter 43 

l. 	 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 ofthe 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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Sabemos que no está <l su <:ilcanée la reapertura de la P .H. 
191, pero sí el establecimiento de facilidades recreativas, 
veredas, y otros desarrollos que permitan y hagan viable la 
ejecución de diversas actividades para beneficio de las 
comunidades aledañas y el disfrute de los puertorriqueños y los 
turistas visitantes. Por tanto, endosamos favorablemente el Plan, 
nos reafirmamos en nuestra selecci6n de la alternativa B, y 

. exhortamos a que se brinde prioridad a Naguabo en el desarrollo 
de las actividades que habrán de realizarse en El Yun~ue. 

Agradecemos encarecidamente el que se brinde oportunidad a. 
nuestro pueblo de expresarse, y le felicitamos por sus 
ejecutorias. Es la primera vez que el Servicio Forestal del 
Caribe tiene en la posición de Director a un puertorriqueiio, lo 
que nos honra y nos place sobremanera. Le deseamos éxito en sus 
funciones. 

' .· .\
1.:~:. 1 ' .. ,.:_~, 

', ·--... Ú.-<..&q .,,,(<-C_t.. ci-·J<".r'..')· · J~, ·-%o'.~9~0 Felfiano, Presidente · 
Asi.lmblea Municipal 
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CENTRO CULTURAL DE NAGUABO 

OFICINA GOBIERNO "UNICI~Al 

29 de junio de 1995 

Ing. Pablo Cruz 
Servicio Forestal del Yunque 
Apartado 25000 
Rio Piedras, Puerto Rico 00929-2500 

Re1 Revision del 
Plan de Manejo del Yunque 

Estimado Ingeniero Cruz: 

Le remito muy satisfactoriamente nuestro endoso al Plan 
de Manejo del Yunque. 

Analizando las alternativas de desarrollo que se 
presentan en el Plan, determinamos endorsar favorablemente 
la alternativa B. Dicho endoso obedese a la disponibilidad 
de oportunidades que se le brinda a la ciudadanía en 
general, para el disfrute de los recursos naturales que
ofrece el Yunque. 

En,..tendemos que las facilidades que brinda la _alternativa 
B seran un complemento idoneo para los proyectos que nuestro 
Centro Cultural y el Servicio Ft~orestal esta planteando. para 
el deearrollo economice y cultural a beneficio de la comunidad 
y nuestro pueblo 

Gracias por esta oportunidad de participar en las 
desicionea y futuro del Bosque Nacional del Yunque. Quedo de 
usted, 

JARDIN DE LA LLUVIA YEL SOL 

P.O. BOX 1022 TELEFONO: 874 - 4371 

NAGUABO, PR 00718 FAX: 885 - 4040 


Response to Letter 44 

l. Comment noted. 

2. Cultural resources would be protected under al! altematives 
considered. 

3. Nominations of sites to the National Register of Historie 
Places would occur under al! altematives considered. 

4. Corrm1ent noted. 
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Ing. Pablo Cruz, Director 
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Es importante adem:¡is, la conservacion y preservacion 
de nuestra cultura, ya que esta. es la que nos identifica 
como pueblo. Por tanto, endoso el que dentro cte las 
actividades a realizarse en el Plan de Manejo, se considere 
con atención y se trabaje con prioridad, en el inventario, 
protección y evaluación de los recursos culturales, incluso 
los lugares y artefactos prehistoricos e historicos. 

3 

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

Esperando que la seleccion de nuestra alternativa. sea 
considerada favorablemente para el beneficio economico y 
cultural de la comunidad de Cubuy y Naguabo en general, y 
que el apoyo nuestro al Plan de Manejo de El Yunque, sea 
en beneficio y protección de nuestro desarrollo economico, 
quedo de usted. 

"'- Respetuo~ente: . 

'\: 0-..\, -~-L · 	 Nilda Arocho, 
Presidenta 

-




Response to Letter 45 

l. Comment noted. 
NAGUABO. l'. H 110718 

T!-:LEFO:-;o ~7.J-~~:!5 
FAX 87~-lll'iüAl'AftTADO NUM. 665 

14 de julio de 1995 

Ing. Pablo Cruz 
Director 
Servicio Forestal del Caribe 
Apartado 25000 
Estación Experimental U.P.R 
Rio Piedras, Puerto Rico 

Ref.: 	 Plan de Manejo del 
Yunque 

Ingeniero Cruz: 

La presente.comunicación es para endosar el Plan de 

Manejo de El Yunque que ustedes están presentando para los 

póximos diez (10) años. 


I 
Endosamos el mismo por su énfasis en la designación de 


áreas de vida silvestre, a la vez que permite el disfrute á 

la comunidad de las oportunidades recreativas que el Servicio 

Forestal desarrolle. 

A tales efectos endosamos la Alternativa B, y fomentamos 

nuestro interés en la creación de oportunidades para aumentar 

los conocimientos, aprecio y entendimiento de los recursos 

culturales y naturales; el establecimiento de experiencias 

seguras y amenas en el bosque para el enriquecimiento

espiritual e intelectual de todos; y ~a creación de progra~as 

de enlace entre el bosque y las comunidades aledañas a los·1 

fines de estimular la participación de individuos y de 

diferentes asociaciones. 


Coordialmente, 

9-r~ado 
Párroco 



Response to Letter 46 

1. 	 The Revised Plan includes proposal for construction of 
recreation si tes and trails on the Forest' s south side. 

2. 	 The Revised Plan <loes 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 ofthe 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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Response to Letter 47 

l. The Revised Plan does include approximately 3 miles of road 
construction. 

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

3. The F orest 
residents. 

does emphasize the employment of local 
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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 (Altemative C-mod) allocates ali 
primary forest to management areas proposed for wildemess 
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 govemments to 
strengthen application of the Special Zoning Rule for Non
Urban Areas in Municipalities Surrounding the Caribbean 
National Forest. 



Response to Letter 50 
. United States Department of the Interior-

OFFICE OF THE SECREI'ARYe OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PÓLICY AND COMPLIANCE 
Bloh.ud B. R-11 Federal BW!dinf 

75Bp~St""""t, S.W•• 
AUant., G eol;JÍ• 30303 

July 17, 1995 

ER-95/280 

Mr. Robert c. Joalin, 

Regional Forestar 

Foreat Service, southern Region 
u. s. Department of Agriculture, 

1720 Peachtree Road, NW. 

Atlanta, GA 30367 


Dear Mr. Joalin;. 

The Department of the Interior has reviewed the Draft Environmental 
Impact statement (DEIS) for the Proposed Revisad Land and Resource 
Management Plan (Plan) , for the caribbean National Forest and 
Luquillo Experimental Foreat, Puerto Rico, as requested and offers 
the tollowing conunents. 

THBEATENED AND ENDANGEBED SPECIES: 

t1pdato List of Threataned and Endangerad Speoias 

The list of federal threatened and endanqered species listad on 
Paqe 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 (l!,ccipi ter striatus yenator) and the broad
winged hawk (~~rn brunneecens), both currently listad 
as endangered·. In addition, orteg6n (Coccoloba rugosa), although 
proposed far listing as threatened, has been withdrawn far the 
present time. Eugenia ~matocarpa and Pleodendron macranthum are 
currently listad as endangered. The liet presented on page 3-13 
should be updated accordingly. The same changas should be made in 
the DEIS on page III-22 and in Appendix E. 

Address Impaots on ••••••• Puerto Rican Parrot Habitat 

In reviewing the propoaed alternativas, severa! aspects of 
Alternativa e, the preferred alternative, are of particular 
concern. In tbis alternativa, timber demanstration and a ne~ trail2 - . are· proposed within and directly adjacent to what has been 
referred to as occupied Puerto Rican parrot habitat, specifically 
near the area of . successful nesting and foraging 
activity have been observed in the area. The impacts of timber 
managernent (opening of the cariopy, alteration of species 

1. 	 These lists have been updated in the Final EIS with the most 
recen! information available. 

2. 	 The approved Revised Plan (Alternative C-mod) 
incorporales 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-shitmed 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 F orest boundary is 
correct. This is the responsibility of Conunonwealth 
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. 



composition) and increased human actlvity (potentiall.y causing 
disturbance) should be carefully evaluated. 

Address Impaots on Othar Tbraatened and Endangerad Species 
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We recognize that a great deal of ernphasis On potential impacts on 
habitat of the Puerto Rican parrot is included in the plan. 
Nevertheless, a total of 13 endangered species and one threatened 
species occur in these forest habitats. The impacta of 
implementation of the overall Plan on other species should be 
evaluated. Fer example, the broad-winged hawk may use secondary 
forests and plantations. Alternativas A, C, and D include plans fer 
the cutting of plantations and nativa secondary forest. 
Information on habitat use of the Puerto Rican broad-winged hawk 
and Puerto Rican sharp-shinned hawk in the Rio Abajo and Maricao 
Foreste, respectively, indicate that these habitat types are the 
most frequently used by both species. 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. 

I:nitiate Informal Section 7 Consultation with the l!'ish and Wildlife 
sarvice 

It is stated (paga 4-13) that the u. s. Forest Service (USF5) will 
develop biological evaluations prior to the illlplementation of 
projects with potential to affect threatened and endangered'-f 
species. In keeping with this approach we recommend that the USFS 
initiate informal Section 7 consultation on the overall Land and 
Resource Managelllent Plan. The Fish and Wildlife Service 1 a 
Caribbean Field Office wlll be the lead field office for this 
consU:ltation. 

WATER 	 SUPPI.y l!.NQ STBEAM FAUNA TSSUES 

water 	supply 

The Forest Service has proposed that all of the forest watersheds 
be officially designated as municipal supply watersheds. This5 	 would recognize the importance of this forest "product" to the 
public, and provide a means of evaluating and setting some Üimits 
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 

2 



watershed under alternatives B-E, but there is no alternativa E 
mentioned elsewhere. 

Watershed y!eld is estiro.ated as 226,000 acre feet per year 
(approximately 202 m!llion gallons/day), and current use of the 
forest' s waters is est irnated at 14 percent of the yield 
(approx!tnately 28 million gallona/day) . Extrapolation of the 
eurrent rate of increase in water demand would result in the use ef 
appreximately 50 percent of the Forest•s water (about 101 million 
gallone/day) by the year 2030, according to the Forest Service's 
estimates. 

We understand the importance of recognizing the Ferest' s high 
quality water supply, but are concerned about the ability of the 
Forest Service to set real use limits en these rivers, since none 
of the rivera are entirely within the National Forest boundaries. 
In fact, the largest extractions are currently occurring outside of 
the Caribbean National Forest. 

One of the largest extractiona is en the lower Espiritu Santo 
River, to supply the Ria Grande filtration plant. The extraction 
is so larqe that there is frequently no water passing over the low 
dam where the extraction occurs, and consequently the Espiritu 
Santo estuary is virtualJ y eliminated for long periods of. time. 
This estuary has been desiqnated as a Natural Reserve and a 
Critica! Coastal Wildlife Area by the commonwealth. The R1o 
Espiritu Santo low dam and water extraction interferes not only 
with anadromous fish and shr!mp miqration needs, but probably 
impacts estuarine species as well. our understanding is that the 
Rio Grande filtration plant has been undergoing expansion to 
receive raw water from the highly controversia! intake. being 
developed on the lower Mameyes River (outside the Caribbean 
National Forest (CNF) boundaries). The Puerto Rico Aqueduct and 
Sewer Authority has also bagun the environmental evaluation studies 
and consultation fer a possible large reservoir and dam en the 
Fajardo River, just outside the CNF boundaries, for municipal water 
eupply. 

The possibility of uniting all the water sources in a northeast 
corridor pipeline has bean discussed in tbe press. This makes 
careful management ef the waters from the CNF watershed:;; more 
critica! for the protection of natural resource concarns. Under the 
deeignation ·of municipal supply watershed, the Forest Service plans 
to describe the stream flow needs in terms of minimum flows, 
periodic high flows, total flews, and timing. Given the 
possibility that most of these streams could be united in a single 
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"use" system, we believe that maximum extraction rates for a 
particular portian of a watershed should be defined as well. 
Setting minimum flow needs alone may seriously reduce the longer 
term input of fresh water to the estuaries and wetlands downstrealll, 

Unless the designation of "municipal supply watershed" includes the 
ability to address water extraction outside of the CNF bourtdaries, 
we believe that it will not limit water extraction on the portions 
of the rivera outside of the CNF'a boundaries. It may provide
turther rationale t:or additional extraction from these rivers 
without consideration of instream flow for the river fauna ar water 
supply to downstream wetlands and estuaries. 

WILD ANQ SCENIC RIVER OESTGNATION 

The Forest Service aleo intends to propase portions of some of the 
rivera as Wild and Scenir.! (these would be separated into wild, 
scenic, and recreational) for designation by Congress. For this 
purpose, the rivera have been qualitatively ranked according to 
scenic, recreation, historie/cultural, biological, geological and 
ecological features (TablP. D-1). These features are discussed in 
the text by river, with the exception of 11 ecological 11 which is not 
explained. The co:mments under "biological values" do not tuention 
the river fish and shrimp fauna, nor are these mentioned elaewhere 
in the evaluation fer wild and scenic river recornmendations. The 
river fauna should be specifically considered under both "wild" and 
11recreational 11 categories. The management requirements do mention 
that water supply dame and diversions are prohibited under the 
"Wild11 classification, and severely limited under the "Scenic" 
classification (DEIS pagas D 27-28). we, therefore, believe that 
the river fauna should be included in the biological evaluat!on of 
the rivers for these designations. 

The DEIS calls for proposing six eligible river segments under 
alternative s, four eligible rivers under alternativa e, two 
eligible rivers under alternativa D, and no rivers under 
alternative A. Table D-1 (page D-4, DEIS) summarizes the river 
segments evaluated, and a number of these have not been proposed: 
The Rio Grande (tributary to the Espíritu Santo) was regarded as 
distinctive biologieally f.or flora and fauna. Quebrada Juan Diego, 
was regarded as distinctive fer scenic, reereation, and historie 
features. The R1o del Cristal was reqarded as distinctiVe far 
historie and ecological (unexplained) features. The Rio Sabana sur 
was regarded as distinctive ror historie, faunal, and geoloqical 
features. Of those proposed, the Mameyes River appears to rank 
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highest for most features. We believe that the docUlllent should 
provide further explanatíon for the ranking values fer the rivers. 
Ecological features are listed, but not explained further. 

The map illustrating the forest's watersheds (Figure III-2) defines 
11 watersheds that are part of seven (7) primary rivera. The Río 
Blanco includes the Rio Ic:~cos. The Rio Chiquito is a tributary of 
the Rio Pitahaya Which joins the R1o Sabana just above the river 
mouth. The can6vanas, canovanillas, and Gurabo rivers are 
tributarias to the Rio Grande de Loiza. The Rio Espíritu Santo 
includes the Rio Grande and Quebrada Jimenez. The descriptions ot' 
river segmenta evaluated t'or special {Wild, scenic, recreation) 
designation also treat the drainages in a piecemeal manner without

9 addressing them as part of a primary river drainage. The Mameyes 
River i.ncludes the Rlo de la Mina and Quebrada Juan Diego. The R1o 
Camandulas and Rio del Cristál join the Río Sabana. 

Whils we understand that special designations may be made in 
segmente, we believe the criteria used, the management principals
applied, and the management indicator species selected should be 
evaluated in terma of tho entire drainage. Likewise, watershed 
designations shOUld deal with the primary river drainaqe,
particularly when addressing anadromous river fauna (fish and 
shrimp) and astuary maintenance issues. This is a management plan 
fer the CNF, but the forest will be affected by projects outs~de of 
the forest (particularly those impacting the rivers). Conversely, 
management decisions an such things as water use within the farest 
boundaries will affect off-forest natural resources euch as 
wetlands, eetuaries, and consumptive water use. We encourage the 
description and analyeis of resource issues in this context. 

There also appear to be canflicts between some of the proposed wild 
and scenio desiqnations and the proposed designation of all' of the 
watersheds as a municipal supply watershed. Management
requirements preclude majar diversions and dams for 11wild" rivers, 
and sevsrely limit thern far 11scenic 11 rivers. While this may apply
only for the portien of the river designated, the anadromous

7 species living in them require consideration for instream flows 
throughout the river. Addi~ionally, research is being carried out 
in the forest by both t:.he Forest Service and the Long Term 
Ecological Research group from the University of Puerto Rico. We 
understand that they are usiñg portions of the Mameyes drainage to 
eveluate river fauna in a relatively unaltered state. we be11eve 
that the management alternatives should include designations that 
protect at least one of the priroary 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 al! of the 
rivers as municipal water supply (alternatives B through D) could 
compromise other resource concerns fer these rivera both on and off 
the CNF. Further, water supply designation may conflict with soma 
of the 11wild and scenic 11 designations to be proposed. Many ot:7 	 these ooncerns might be answered by careful definition and 
management of the dasignation. We aleo believe that the 
alternatives should consider designating at least . one pri:mary 
(headwaters to the ocean) river as protected from further 
alteration. Without a protected watershed, it is difficult to.see 
how futura comparisons between altered and unaltered drainages 
might be made. With regard to the special (wild, scenic, 
recreation} classifications, we pref.er alternative B, or 
secondarily / alternativa c. Alternatives A and D appear to previda 
little protection under these designations. 

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

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
James H. Lee 
Regional Environmental Officer 
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Sociedad Geógrafos de Puerto Rico 
PO Box 40059 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00940-0059 

1993 
20 de 	 julio de 1995 

Sr. Pablo Cruz 

snp1•.t·v i \;Or d~J 13osgu.~ 


EquLpo de Revisión del Plan Fort•st~l 

Soc1ed,:id r;e/1grafos r:le Puerto Rico 
Com1 té Asesoramiento Geog i·áf ico: 

Dr. ~ngRl David cruz íla~2 
1smclP.l Gar1;fa 
Jns'~ :-1anuel Padill.l 
EvPlic; ~aleiras Mini 
11r:-,.~.c1r Ri\·nra 

Cnmcnt.1rios .i.1 J)¡H·r,ldor de L1 O.;r~l.1r,ición 1\mbiPnL1l y L1 Pc·•:1•;16n 
dr.l Plan d1• Man1•jo dr• Jo:; 'l'c~rn-•nos y llc~eursos de·! Bosqu<~ N,1,~ 1011;¡ 1 
del Caribe. 

La Sociedad Geógrafos de Puerto Rico es unrt Sociedad sin fi nl?s 
de lucrn, •11u-! fue funrlculo en el .:i.no 1993, b.lj<.' los r~statntos del 
Gobien10 de Puerto RiC(>, asignándosr~le el número ::!.J, L(;.7, 
Consideramos un deber part.i,;ipar en la planificuciún ll!'.': r1Ut:~!-;tt·os 
l."ecurF1os naturales que son patrimonio del pueblo puerto'rriqueno. 
Por t.11 l."azón., le incluimos nur.~~t.ras rBr;omendacionC's y cciment.,:i.rjo¡.¡ 
sobre la Declaración del Impacto ~mbiental para el Plan Forestal 
del Rosyur~ N<lc ional de 1 Car i. be /Bosque Ex pi'! rimen ta 1 de Luqu i t l n. 

A tra\•és de los años se ha visto una proliferación de 
desarrollos en disti·itos d<~ zonifi<::a<::ión est.iblecidos pnr ,~¡ 

Reglamento de Zonificación Especial para Zonas :<o Urbanas de l<)\i 
Municipios Circundantt~s al Bosque Nacional del Caribe (El Yunquel, 
que no son compatibles con los usos que les fueron ,asignádos 
ori9inalm.~ntr~. Di<:hos dii-\1".l'i1:us se est,'tblt"CÍi:·ron p.•ra '<JUÍ..-lt' ,_.] 

dr~:-:h•t·rollo fueril di'! tas .~reas ut·banas tomando ·~11 c<:>nside1·a<:ión sus 
•:«racterlsti<.:01s part.ir1llnr'!l->, Hln f:'mbdt''JC' l.3 s1tu<i,;iJ>n ,)Clt;;1I •_•n 

nuestro p<iis #n Und <:rJmpleja porque se ha desp1,•rtado un.;t cc>nCl<:-'n<:1.1 

.tmbientulista 1,>or mantener· nuest_ros bosques. :\os preocup.:1 ']'lí'! 

1•~tas variacioneR o excepciones se conviert~n ~n la nnrma y ~11e ~ 
J,ir<JO pl.1%,l SI! <lr_·r·r1:\r;11 J,,s ''bjr-~t·1vns '-Jll•~ ["~rsi<Jll1: 1:•sl~ rr!<_Jld1·1ent,1. 
Pi)!" ~ an!.o, nuestra Sr.ir.:iJ?d.-:i.r1 u1s1sl ,~ ~n ']ll•~ s0 ':on-~1::rve ld ri~i\··.'1· 
p~1r1·.f" pr:sib\1·~ dr~l Bo~-H!llí' rrirnario, r:-ompu~~f.;f'_<) rnr· L3,7íll) rt<:i-·:~.-

Response to Letter 51 

l. 	 We agree with your concem regarding development 
occurring around the Forest. We are working with the Puerto 
Rico Planning Board and municipal govemments 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 altemative. In any case, 
the exact location ofthis trail would have to be detennined in 
a site specific project leve] analysis. In that analysis we 
would consider this reconunendation, and other concems you 
may have with this project. 

3. 	 The Revised Plan <loes not propase re-opening PR 191, nor 
does it expressly prohibit such a propasa! in the future. The 
Plan does recognize a need to more fully address the Forest's 
transportation needs. The proposed designation ofthe Icacos 
River as a Scenic River, and the propasa! 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 befare the road could be re-opened. 

4. 	 The roadside businesses are on private land within the 
F orest' s boundary. W e share sorne of your concems 
regarding the compatibility of deve!opments 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 
. Jando\vners are willing to sell and funds are available. 

http:Sr.ir.:iJ?d.-:i.r1
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página -2
Comentarios SGPR 

Sociedad Geógrafos de Puerto Rico 
PO Box40059 
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00940-0059 

Al <=emparar los mapd.s que contienen l.;i!-i estt·at:egias e.le t'1c'l!\t~jo 
para la alternativ.1s (C) y (0), preferimns las estrat1•9i.~R 
contempladas en !';!Sta última. Toda ,·ez quP. ··11~ !,'! intet·o'leciór. d,~ 

dichas P-Strategias surgr:>n zonas d<~ am0rti~p1 .. 1:d<~rit:<:: (j\li:., prc.,:-1-•_ii•r.in 
no l>Ólo l..:i integridad del Bosque Primario y la vida silvestre 'llV: 
este contiene, sino la de sus cuerpo~ ,Je ~gu~, de lns tipos de 
desarrollos que se estan permitiendo e;'I las zonas no Ut'b3nas que le 
circundan. 

Las recomendaciones a los límites est,'lblecidos <"t la ..:i.ltern.3.t1va 
(D) se incluyen en mapa adjunto. Además sometem<:s las si.gui~nt.r~s 
sugerencias a su consideración. 

l. La vereda núm. 10 sugerida en la alternativa (0), segdn 
el mapa rle habitats claves, demostración de madera, }"desarrollo df' 
los sitios de recreación, sea modificada por la inc::-luida en Ll 
alter11ativa (Cl. 

2. Mantener la política de no conectar nuevamente el tramo3 cerrddo de la Carretera Est..:ital Nümero 191. 

; 3. Tomar las medidas necesarias para eliminar lc,s n~gocios y 
rotulos ilegales a lo largo de la Carretera Estatal 191.. Se 
recomienda r::rear un "T.ó!.sk Force" pat«1 tal propósito. Sr~ sone t ~ 
como ctlternativa crear Are~s ~decuad~s p~ra est•B finA~ • 

.+. Estudiar la po!'>ibilidad ci~ "'Xl?ropiat· terrenos privadn,:.; 
dentn1 del Bosque, o motivar ci los propietarios rle t.r~rreno~ mciyon~s 
de 5 cuerdas a acojerse a los beneficios contibutivos que r_,f,rece el 
,)\·fculo 10 dP. l,\ Li. Ley 133 (LE'y rl.c Bosqu8sl d!?rohada '21 1 1?\~ jul in 
d(~ 1975, Aquellos propietarios que no reúnan r:-stos t•equisit(J!>, 
po<l.1·{.1n sF:'r considerados (·ón nt:t·.:is d!tei·nativ<Js r.omo la pui;ibtlirlad 
dr~ 111:-; t·1·ansfcn'!n<:-ia!'i •.\.:~ <.il?rr:.'•:hoR rlc 11s"¡.; rle d~sarrol J,, •·n ;:on..:is ne) 
i:rlt i<:.'.i¡,¡ J,.~¡ bosque. 

Agrader.:8mos la oportunidad ofr<::-,:id~'l. para someter nuP.st t°')S 
cornr~nla rios. De tP-ner alguna duda :i.1 l"l!!-lpecto f;n1nr cor.t1ir1ic,1rsr, 
con nosotros al 314-7371, 

http:po<l.1�{.1n
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Sl C..,;.f..: J._ 'D'f''"'" J,) Ü~"V'", J',( a..il;,;, !J''

l,.;,_, J,_ L.. ~.. f"'~ A µ,,.., ...¡, JJ 6·s¡-e 11.c..·,"'J JJ 1"''1!'< 
tv.C<: t.~ s•0.._.-d,, .....°'..,. ....!.e.·..... er : 

1- · cJl..t Se Jcp.;'"'ª ~ f,t,:-/-;~ Ó<, C.1<s<>-vo.~~ ,ll L;..,A JJ 
(1;, ( fl't IJ.c..:•.,..J 1 :z.. ..,,5 "'J'¡e, /,,f 7 w;~i...e:.../er 'i!'~ ,..J.., .eÍ 

~"~í'f'~ · l. ~+,.,,..--f,,c.··~ ~,-bJ./ec;J, f" (,, ~-{,, A P1•"f 
c..e.:.... 4' l'1'b3 '7 l.r t•i..iJ,,r 4«-fw "' ede ""}[,.,.,,:J. e"' t'191 

J,{ª" f'""' ~s lfteflor -h'oi.luJ; ,, . .,, f'"'~·.".., "'~"""' l~ af~ult 
!.~u JJ Ju·r~ ª"'"'2'>"ª Jtrf,....,.., ~lk ~·5fPt p·~ e<&.¡;
/,.""';""'+,. 
2. 	 <S'<. '""';;{...••~" w- 1 ,rf.wt·. J. -t.J.~ {,, rr-dos 

'1 c..J,..,rc: ....<,J' ·, l<óJ~s J':"..fr. J, ! LJ. '< .&s~.· .u.e<.....~ 
Jl { ~""V'' /6'" ~ ~f"f'~" 6 ú ..f"' ¡ l. ,,_-f. LZAv.-"' J, a-f>. 

.-fzwouJ e,...,, r·rr.;.·r j,;Íl'c..: J._ .,,.,!,"' I >y-J·• A alr~P / ó-fros . 

J · ~<'- ,fl,;fr_..r &. Cok<<-soo~ ,j._ f"''-'S•I ,A W'o j, ªí""' f'" 
e) Je..?.,,_, ¡{,, ~. ..,,j,,..,;2A,,,·,..,,r "'-- l.5 ,;.{.,j,J,.,s J._I '¡J•-p. 
c~+.r r;.A~~ ;, ~t .f~)· Jd j"'.. ~•c..< ls itf.,,.1-i.rfMú-,..,,._ 

n 1 , ,. n r"c,, J.,-t:'k,.., .. r cid. ",..... ( AA• •••
Ú.M<~'ül"l.d'• LA vide.. ~ 'f1 ) 

W• f•'""C;6~ Í /(o v(.,, '/J'~ f•rnco'o..,< ""'' "" i..<c•o e,(;..._., '-" e ( ~.rff' 
L..s u1o-.bi:;.f1i~c.t·e1 .... t5') us, JL vd...~ls M;fo1-iuP.( ~IA-li""IA."' kA,...._-fc. _,5tJ.u-"" 
k 	 c. ...c,,;:/r..a,'.,. J~ /;¡/y_¡J, e{ c,.J,"º 7 dns c,,;:h....._¡i.,""'fu 

Response to Letter 52 

l. 	 We agree with your concem regarding development 
occurring around the F orest. 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 l'lalUling 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 govemments 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 ar ea around the F orest. 

2. 	 The roadside businesses are on private land within the 
Forest's boundary. We share sorne of your concerns 
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 ofwater. 
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o:·h...;fd'"c.r f/''- s.... "'"";J,, loe.:. i hiruo r-- t.r 
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~<ej.. ·,.,"s:+.p, Y''- Se.. Wlo J< al.. z..._. S',;,, 6f;;f-;.,., 

6'". 	 Se. J'f;.,,,., ~5 C<.""-"'9 a.cw{'tyqS', .J •ju../ V"_/, "'"• Jl 
ai-,.f•a~.......J. '1le<fli.., JJ .fr,j,7" ~.'c. 1 k{u.. ; ~'J'J;~. 

~. f;'t,.. d.r/ú•< .J Wio ~ l/;._,;...,.,,.·,~ A (. {¡ '/;<'- J'-fi•e 

/,5 e, ....;),..,;; ~'f"''"ºf , ,rf.,¡ e.s u..,, /'1 !';t;,/,i i-< ~º S't 

1-Ufd. '1 ~º f...¡.;_~c l•t ªr"J ._. <I ~..J•,,:h_. 
(,, 7. S''- l~t..--fi·f''i!'- c.... l<--bJ..s ~( L;.J, JJ t.1¡¡<- ).).c.;.,.¡ 

r·~ 1/L fo~, lrtf .. ~ f> U;f[~.;:{z JJ,,, J,_ a{,5 li~<f 
rC..C..0-,.1-1., f""-/-r../" l 6i.Su-vt.. J. ""''""' · 
z . 5'- ¡.,,J.'-f,.V<'- ~ rt~.. e JJ ""'·"~·· JL ~ ,.,,..... ,...., 
'if <- ~ ~rl-1-~ A ~~.... ~u. f"...¡.,_ &. "" rt.... "'Ci'' 
~( 54f,+, e,;;.., A. a',.~,/<f ~;.kc.J F'" c-',.~/u aJ(...,;c.r ÍI'~ 
),1f-~, A W..í ~lvr; (.. J;.J:vc>)i/,J.iv'><lAt.H< 

9 Sc.. Ult-rl'.. l c,_,_,.zA,.. /'¡l. i.v."+~e.Jo {.f c..,,-f,., f 

),_ acc~ro. ~ e;.,.,.;Ji...., <.-~ .q.f""'-j-( ~ f"ü'¡ i4c"v;.,,,.(es 
p,_f,',,4', J,_ C..~•.f.,,.,,.., ( c.:Ja,.,.:~.:ÍU, ~•~c.,·.:.·o J,. o.cf;i: .f<..f 
v-•._;..,.r,, ~ l.v.~. JL J.,..;v:1<.I' t._, a t..·. &,:,.i. s«~ , 
a,J....~.. ).IA,..p,1"'6: 7 a.J...~.. a,,,~A . 

4. 	 The Forest Service's Intemational Institute of Tropical 
Forestry is working with the USFWS, DNER, and other 
agencies and universities to improve scientific infonnation on 
the Forest's and Puerto Rico's aquatic resources. We agree 
that this kind ofscientific infonnation, together with rationale 
assessments of human needs, should be the basis for water 
resource management. 

5. 	 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 concem about these habitats, and 
encourage the Puerto Rico Planning Board and municipal 
governments to implement and enforce zoning regulations 
that pemiit Iimited development in these areas. 

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

7. 	 The Revised Plan establishes general direction to work with 
native species to the extent practica!. Site specific project 
leve! analyses will establish appropriate silvicultura! 
treatments to implement the Plan' s general direction. 

8. 	 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 severa! communities; only PRDOT would have 
jurisdiction to control use of this road. 
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9. 	 Construction on national forest land is quite limited. 
Direction of this construction is provided by standards and 
guidelines in the Revised Plan. Penmits for construction and 
occupancy on prívate 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. 

1O. 	 The F orest is developing an environmental education 
program (with special emphasis on involvement ofschools in 
communities around the F orest) in cooperation with the 
Puerto Rico Department of Education. El Portal Tropical 
Forest Center will further this objective. 

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

12. 	 We are working with municipal governments and non-profit 
community development organizations in communities 
around the F orest to develop appropriate eco-tourism 
opportunities. 



l·~STADO 1.LflRE 1\SOClAIJO DE PUERTO lllCO 

DEPARTA~lENTO DE EDUCACION 


E.SCUELA INTERMEqIA RAFAEL :>', C:OC\ 

LUQUlLLO, PUERTO RICO 


20 de abril de L995 

Sr, Pablo Cruz 

Supervisor Forestal 

Depar!:amen!:o de Agricultura 

Bosque Forestal del Caribe 


Señor Cruz: 

Deseo informarle mi ponión sobre las modificaciones que astedes desean 
hacer en el Bosque Nacional del Caribe los cuales no estoy de acuerdo. 
Dicho bosque es lo único que queda en Puerto Rico que es el reflejo de 
lo que un dia fuera Puerto Rico. Nuestra Isla se ha convertido en unaI 	 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 vegetación 

que teniamos en nuestra Isla, para la construcción de casas, edificios 

y carretera y sin pensar en las consecuencias que esto está trayendo a 

nuestro país. 


Por otra parte si se habilitan más lugares y veredas para pasadias eso 
traerá corno consecuencia que ese lugar desaparesca parte de la vegetación 
y habitad de algunos animales, segundo contaminación del ambiente, basura, 
carbón quemado tirado por doquier, igual que cuando uno va a Pu&nte-Róto, 
que la basura la tiran en el agua y los alrededores. No sé que ocurre con 
las personas ultimamente que no tienen ese amor por la naturaleza y lo 
único que hace es contaminar todo lo que le rodea, tirando basura por do-. 
quier sin crear conciencia del daño que causa a la vegetación y a los ani
males que habitan en esos lugares. 

Creo que el Bosque Nacional del Caribe se debe dejar como está. De tener 
que haber algún cambio, por que no se puede hacer nada, pues estoy un poco 
de acuerdo con la alternativa #D que aparece, ya que es la menos lugares3 de acceso al pueblo. 

Debemos mantener nuestro Bosque, ya que es lo Único nntural que nos quedn 
en nuestra Isla. 

Cordialmente, 

'--~':t'-L"- c0.__if'.~c'"L,c
SRA. BIENVENIDA COLON 

MAESTRA DE ESTUDIOS SOCIALES 


Response to Letter 53 

l. 	 The Revised Plan proposes limited and carefully located 
recreation development, and timber demonstration program 
involving only about 4% of the area of the Forest. Our 
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 Jimited recreation 
facilities ( surfaced parking are a, more garba ge 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. 



Response to Letter 54 

~ Jl~ial !3';y&a{, 
HON. ASAMBLEA MUNICIPAL 

14 de julio de 1995 

Señor Pedro Rios 
Servicio Forestal 
P.O. Box Il 
Palmer, P.R. 00721 

Estimado señor Rios: 

de 
Reciba 

Fajardo. 
un cordial saludo de la Uonorable Asamblea Municipal 

Por la presente le incluímos las recomendaciones sobre El 
Estudio y Análisis de la Declaración de Impacto Ambiental del 
Bosque Nacional del Yunque. 

Gracias por confiar en nosotros y estamos en la mejor disposición 
de servirles. 

Cualquier información adicional pueden comunicarse con nosotros. 

Cordialmente, 

'1Y~a.~JJ,~~)íl'f

Haribel Hillan Monee 
Secretaria 
Asamblea Municipal 

Anejo Copia del inform.e 

1. 	 The Revised Plan includes standards and guidelines to ensure 
that research activities are conducted so as cause rninimal 
envirorunental impacts. 

2. 	 The approved Revised Plan (Altemative C-mod) allocates ali 
primary forest to management areas proposed for designation 
as wildemess or Research Natural Area. 

3, 	 Conunent noted, 

4. 	 Roads, trails and recreation sites are maintained to the extent 
funding and cooperative agreements permit. 

5. 	 The Forest Service has limited funding for law enforcement. 
We rely to a great extent on cooperative efforts with 
municipal and state police departments. We are working with 
these Iaw enforcement agencies to improve public security on 
the Forest. 

"UNA ASAMBLEA TRABAJANDO PAR.A SU PUEBLO" 

P. O. BOX 865 • FAJARDO, P. A, 00738 • TELS. 863·0005 • 863·1400 



Hlf'Oll.HE Dr. \,A 110HOJIABLE COHlSIOH tSPtCIA\, 

l,n !lr>nnrahlt Comla16n E11pcclal que se rturd6 lo• dfaa, vlarnea 19 da ..ayo, 

''"'"~ ?1 ,1,. mnyn, ¡u('v,.,. 2~ ,¡,.. nnyn y 15 n...!unto- de 19Q5 eon 101 1\p;ul1ntes 

l'llC'mhrr>'\ ,1,. \11 C:o1Y1lal6r11 

1- llnn. lllld11. V1h.quez O{ai: (Aue•nte 5{2Z/95) - J'r••ld•nt• 

1- \lr>n, l'edro Santana Tlr11do (Auu1nte 6/15/Q5) 

1,_ ltnn. Hlp.uel A, Oávll• Careta 


~- llnn ..lu~tln11 V1rp.11• De\11.ado (Au1ente 19, 22, 25) 


<•. llon, llnndn¡::o V\1111f11il.- R.-11to {Au1ente 5/25/95) 


7- !!ron. Ml¡::d11ll11. C11roole11 P11checn {aus1mte) 

IHVlTA!lOS• 

1- Sr. 1.u!s Rivera - Manejador de vegetación 

2- Sr. r:iblo Cruz - Director del Slete1u Foreatal a cargo del Yunqua 

·¡_ ~r •. lnhn llnlk.-r - Arr¡u.-ólnJ>;o 

ASUNTO A TllATAR: 

f.STll!llO Y AHALISIS DE 1,A PECLARAClOH DE lHPACTO AHBlEHTA\, 

Df.I, llOSQllE NACIONAi, ÓEI, YUNQUE. 

!:nMF.H"l"ARl!l~: 

l,,¡ llnunrnbl<' Coml,.lcSn '"~ reuntó y eatudi6 culd&doaamente los documento• de 

Jln~r¡UC' 11.~r!nnJll de! Yunque. 

f.11 vJll\t11 ocular al Yunque nos reunlmoa con el seí'lor Crui y el 1eflor 

Rivera, Jos .::uale11 noa orJ.l!ntar?~ con rtlacl6n 11 101 diferente• tipoa dt 

hn«quei;: ""ll !•f'cu\t11rld<1d~11 y prnyc.::,tos psra nuevae {acilldsdes de orlentsc16n 

:'1 l'Ílbl len. l\(' nnll loform<'> qnr ~1 &r•a de lnvl'•tlR•cl6n ••r&n bo1qut1 

~C'c11nd'1rlo11 donde habrá una poda de &rboles atlectiva. La 111{1,.a perniltlr¡ que 

rotrns .lrtmle"' que l'ltaban oprh1ldo1 puedan d11s1rrolhr11. \,1 111dtr11 obtenids de 

C'llta sC'lrcctAn l\C'd. cedldll a llecurao1 H11tur1le1 'J a Fo1"nto par• u10 •rt•1an1l, 

f.l pi~" rr,.~ent.n p11r11 F11j11rdo pr11vencl6n del &01que pri..rlo y pre1erv11cl6n del 

http:Hlf'Oll.HE


11¡¡u11. RPclbt ...011 69' cúbico• 111 ai'ío d• agua. 

RECOHENOACtOIH!S: 

Pidiendo oplnl6n • 101 111ie111bro1 de 111 Co1d1l6n loa at¡ut11nte1 11allbhhta1 

recomendamo• lo 1tgulente 1 

Non. Ni ld• Vázquu: Df.111 


Hon. Clori11 S,jjncb11z Cre~po 


llon. Hlp.ucl A. l>ávll• ()11rcla 


1- Entendell>Ot que ae dabe pratervar y prota¡•r loa R11cur101 H11tur11l111, 111r 

/) f_ c•ute\<11101 •n el •re• 11'ue11r111 p•r• lnv11atigact6n, Prea•rV•r •n tu •atado 

natur.. I 101 bo1qu•1 prlru.rloa. Oe 101 plan•• qu• nol hin 11xpu111to d• la 

d•cl11r11cl6n de l~acto Mbient11l favor11c111:io1 el plan f.• R11cord11ndo que nueatro 

Bo1que Haclon•I 111 nue11tra 11111yoT fu11nt• d• 11gua. 

-----''c-_c'c""'servact6n de la• f11cllidade1 exl1tente1 en la1 c•rreter111 y vereda1. 

J- Hayor vlgll11nci11 pollcl•c• p•r• rd.1 11egurld11d. 

NOTA1 

F.I Uonor11ble Dotdngo VI l lafoi'í<:i no acepta ninguna opci6n. Se opone 11 111 

t11h de firbolee. 

llON. 1 
HOH. GLORIA SAMCH!Z CR!SPO, SECR!TARIA 
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